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ments by 4-30-76 .... 16587 

SMALL BUSINESS 

SBA amends surety bond guarantee policy and fees; 
effective 4—21—76 ...... . .. 16549 



CONTINUED INSIDE 











reminders 


(The items In this list were editorially compiled ac an aid to Federal Register users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no legal 
significance. Since this list is Intended as a reminder, it does not Include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.) 


Rules Going Into Effect Today 


Note: There were no items eligible for 
inclusion in the list of Rules Going Into 
Effect Today. 


List of Public Laws 


This is a continuing numerical listing of 
public bills which have become law, together 
with the law number, the title, the date of 


approval, and the U.S. Statutes citation. The 
list is kept current in rf the Federal Register 
and copies of the laws may b3 obtained from 
the U.S. Government Printing Office. 

H J. Res. 890 ... Pub. Law 94-266 

Joint resolution making emergency sup* 
plemental appropriations for public em¬ 
ployment programs, summer youth pro¬ 
grams, and preventive health services 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1976, 
and for other purposes 
(Apr. 15, 1976; 90 Stat. 362) 


AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK 

Ten agencies have agreed to a six-month trial period based on the assignment of two days a week beginning 
February 9 and ending August 6 (See 41 FR 5453). The participating agencies and the days assigned are as follows: 


Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 


DOT/COAST GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 


DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

— 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

CSC 

CSC 

I LABOR 

j LABOR 


Documents normally scheduled on a day that will be a Federal holiday will be published the next work day fol¬ 
lowing the holiday. 

Comments on this trial program are invited and will be received through May 7, 1976. Comments should 
be submitted to the Director of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408. 


ATTENTION: Questions, corrections, or requests for information regarding the contents of this issue only may 
be made by dialing 202-523-5286. For information on obtaining extra copies, please call 202-523-5240. 

To obtain advance information from recorded highlights of selected documents to appear in the next issue, 
dial 202-523-5022. 
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Published dally, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays, Sundays, or on official Federal 
holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 500, as amended; 44 UJS.C., 
Ch. 15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distribution 
is made only by the Superintendent of Documents. U.8. Government Printing Office, Washington. D.C. 20402. 


The Federal Register provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and legal notices Issued 
by Federal agencies. These Include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency 
documents of public Interest. Documents are on file for public inspection in the Office of the Federal Register the day before 
they are published, unless earlier filing Is requested by the issuing agency. 


The Federal Register will be furnished by mail to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $50 per year, payable 
in advance. The charge for individual copies is 75 cents for each issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bound. 
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, U S. Government Printing Office, Washington. 
D.C. 20402. 


There are no restrictions on the republication of material appearing in the Federal Register. 
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5-27-76 . 16594 

PART II: 

ALASKA TEAMSTERS-EMPLOYER PENSION 
TRUST 

Labor/Labor Management Services Administration and 
Treasury/IRS issue notices of exemption from prohi¬ 
bitions respecting certain transactions . 16641 


contents 


THE PRESIDENT 

Memorandums 

Footwear industry, American; ex¬ 
peditious consideration of ad¬ 
justment assistance petitions— 16545 

EXECUTIVE AGENCIES 

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 


Rules 

Fruits; import regulations- 16548 

Limes grown in Fla. (2) docu¬ 
ments) _ 16547 


AGRICULTURAL STABILIZATION AND 
CONSERVATION SERVICE 

Proposed Rules 

Tobacco (cigar-binding); market¬ 
ing quotas_ 16558 

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

See Agricultural Marketing Serv- 
vice; Agricultural Stabilization 
and Conservation Service; For¬ 
est Service; Rural Electrifica¬ 
tion Administration. 

AIR FORCE DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Draft environmental statements: 

AW ACS Beddown at Tinker Air 
Force Base, Okla_ 16581 

ALCOHOL. DRUG ABUSE, AND MENTAL 
HEALTH ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

May Advisory Committees_ 16594 

ANTITRUST DIVISION 
Notices 

Competitive impact statements 
and proposed consent judg¬ 
ments; U.S. versus listed com¬ 
panies: 

Marsh A. Cooper, et al_ 16582 


ARCHITECTURAL AND TRANSPORTATION 
BARRIERS COMPLIANCE BOARD 

Notices 

Committees; establishment, re¬ 
newals, etc.: 

National Advisory Committee 
on An Accessible Environ¬ 


ment; correction _ 16606 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

Notices 

Hearings , etc.: 

Aeromar, C - 16606 

Ohio/Indiana points nonstop 
service investigation ; pre- 
hearing conference change... 16606 
Pan American World Airways, 

Inc. et al _ 16606 

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 

Rules 

Excepted service: 

Commerce Department - 16547 

Housing and Urban Develop¬ 
ment Department _ 16547 

Management and Budget Office. 16547 


Notices 

Noncareer executive assignments: 

Federal Maritime Commission_ 16606 

Meetings: 

Federal Employees Pay Coun¬ 
cil .... 16606 

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

See Domestic and International 
Business Administration; Eco¬ 
nomic Analysis Bureau. 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Proposed Rules 

Freedom of information; proce¬ 
dures for disclosure or produc¬ 
tion . 16572 

Notices 

Flammable Fabrics Act; enforce¬ 
ment proceedings: 

AAA Mattress Co., Inc_ 16607 

F&D Associates_ 16607 

FOAM-TEX Co., Inc.. 16607 

Joseph Warren_ 16608 

Royal Bedding Co., et al_ 16608 


DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 
See Air Force Department. 


DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Numerically Controlled Machine 
Tool Technical Advisory Com¬ 
mittee, rescheduled- 16594 

DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Schedules of controlled substances: 
Excluded non-narcotic sub¬ 
stances _ 16552 


ECONOMIC ANALYSIS BUREAU 

Proposed Rules 

International leasing transac¬ 
tions; survey- 16559 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

Notices 

Kepone; presumption against reg- 
gistration and continued regis¬ 
tration; extension of rebuttal 


period _ 16612 

Pesticide applicator certification; 

State plans; 

Idaho ___ 16608 

Pesticide registration: 

Applications _ 16610 

Pesticides, specific exemptions 
and experimental use per¬ 
mits: 

Forest Service, U.S.. acephate 

on forested areas _ 16610 

Forest Service, U.S., carbaryl on 

forested areas _ 16810 

Forest Service, U.S. Dimethyl 
phosplionalc on forested 

are^s _ 16609 

Rhom & Haas Co., 2-chloro-l 

benzene on soybeans_ 16609 

Rohm & Haas Co., 4-butyl-4H- 

1, 2, 4 triazole on wheat_ 16609 

Shell Chemical Co., certain 
herbicide on soybeans- 16609 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 41, NO. 77—TUESDAY, APRIL 20, 1976 


m 








































CONTENTS 


FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Privacy Act of 1974, routine uses 
of records, addition _ 16612 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

International and satellite radio, 

applications accepted for filing. 16613 

Lorain Electronics, Inc., estab¬ 
lishment of prototype auto¬ 
mated/manual VHP public cor¬ 
respondence system on Great 
Lakes _ 16614 

Hearings , etc.: 

American Telephone & Tele¬ 
graph Co _ 16613 

FEDERAL HOME LOAN DANK BOARD 

Notices 

Applications, etc. 

Prudential Federal Savings and 
Loan Association _ 16614 

FEDERAL INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed Rules 

Flood Insurance Program. Na¬ 
tional; flood elevation deter¬ 
minations, etc.: 

Connecticut _ 16562 

Delaware _ 16562 

Florida _ 16563 

Georgia (2 documents) _ _ 16564, 16570 

Iowa _ 16564 

Louisiana _ 16565 

Maryland (3 documents). 16563,16571 

Missouri __ _ 16567 

New Jersey (4 documents) _ ’OSOS- 

16570 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 


Notices 

Agreements filed , etc.: 

Madison )nt:rscai <San Fran¬ 
cisco), Inc. and Evans Prod¬ 
ucts Co _ 16615 

Port of Seattle and British Co¬ 
lumbia Steamship Co. (1975) 

Ltd __ 16615 

United States Gulf/Japan Cot¬ 
ton Pool - 16615 

FEDERAL PAPERWORK COMMISSION 

Notices 

Hearings; change of location in 

Washington, D.C _ 16606 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

First National Corp _ 16616 

Security Pacific Corp _ 16616 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

Notices 

Endangered species permits; ap¬ 
plications _ 16585 


FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Animal drugs, feeds, and related 
products; reorganization and re¬ 


publication; correction_ 16550 

Fruit butter; identity standards.. 16551 
Packaging and labeling; food, 
drugs, cosmetics, and devices_ 16550 


Notices 

Committees, panels; establish¬ 
ment, renewals, etc.: 

Arthritis Advisory Committee.. 16602 


Panel reports, availability: 

Dental devices- 16602 

Gastroentcrologic-Urologic de¬ 
vices - 16603 

Radiology devices_ 16603 

Meetings: 

May Advisory Committees_ 16595 


FOREIGN ASSETS CONTROL OFFICE 
Rules 

Technical amendments (2 docu¬ 


ments)_ 16553, 16556 

Notices 

Organization statement amend¬ 
ments _ 16581 


FOREST SERVICE 
P.oposed Rules 

Timber; export and substitution 
restrictions _ 16558 


Notices 

Environmental statements; avail¬ 
ability, etc.: 

Gifford Pine hot National Forest, 
Trapper-Siouxon Planning 

Unit, Wash.... 16593 

Long Park Reservoir, Ashley 
National Forest, Utah_ 16593 


GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 
Notices 

Regulatory reports review; pro¬ 
posals t2 documents)-16616 

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS OPERATIONS 
OFFICE 


Proposed Rules 

Tank car head shields; proposed 

withdrawal_ 16571 

Notices 

Applications for renewals of ex¬ 
emptions or parties to exemp¬ 
tions ___ 16604 


HFALTM, EDUCATION, AND 
WELFARE DEPARTMENT 

See also Alcohol. Drug Abu:e, and 
Mental Health Administration; 

Food and Drug Administration; 

Social Security Administration. 

Notices 

Privacy Act of 1974, proposed rou¬ 
tine uses of system of records.. 16603 

HEARINGS AND APPEALS OFFICE 


Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Barnes & Tucker Co_ 16588 

Dixie Fuel of Premium, Inc_ 16588 

Laurel Run Mining Co_ 16589 

Peggs Run Coal Co_ 16589 

Pittsburg & Midway Coal Min¬ 
ing Co_ 16590 

Pratt Brothers Coal Co_ 16591 

Sabrina Sean Coal Co_ 16591 

Trash Dump Coal Co_ 16592 


HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration; Housing Management, 

Office of the Assistant Secretary. 

HOUSING MANAGEMENT, OFFICE OF 
THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY 

Notices 

Authority delegations: 

Regional administrators, et al_. 16604 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

See Fish and Wildlife Service: 
Hearings and Appeals Office; 

Land Management Bureau; Na¬ 
tional Park Sevice. 

INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE 
Notices 

Alaska Teamsters-Employer pen¬ 
sion trust, exemption from pro¬ 
hibitions respecting Certain 
transactions _ 16641 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
Notices 

Exerci ing devices, certain, inves¬ 
tigation _ 16617 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 

Notices 

Abandonment of railroad serv¬ 
ices: 

Burlington Northern. Inc- 16637 

Missouri Pacific Railroad Co— 16637 

Hearing assignments_ 16631 

Temporary authority applications 

(2 documents)_ 16631, 16635 

Transfer proceedings_ 16630 

Petition for declaratory order: 
Glengarry Transport Ltd_ 16633 

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT 

See Antitrust Division; Drug En¬ 
forcement Administration. 

LACOR DEPARTMENT 

See also Labor Management Serv¬ 
ices Administration; Labor Sta¬ 
tistics Bureau. 


Notices 

Adjustment assistance: 

Alatex Inc_ 16620 

Albert Givens_ 16620 

Armco Steel Corp- 16623 

Ben Shapiro Shoe Co., Inc_ 16623 

Bristol Knitting Mills, Inc. 16624 

Brown Shoe Co_ 16625 

Excello Shirt Co_ 16621 

Gobar Footwear, Inc_ 16625 

Greenville Tubes Corp_ 16626 

Haspel Brothers. Inc. (2 docu¬ 
ments)_ 16621, 16627 

Hercules Trouser Co., Inc_ 16622 

H.IS. (4 documents)_ 16621. 16622 

Kell wood Co.... 16628 

Motorola Inc_ 16630 

Production Molded Plastics, 

Inc _ 16628 

Sweda International_ 16623 

Teledyne Wisconsin Motor_ 16629 


iv 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 77—TUESDAY, APRIL 20, 1976 
































































CONTENTS 


LABOR-MANAGEMENT SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 


LABOR STATISTICS BUREAU 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Business Research Advisory 

Council's Committee on Con¬ 
sumer and Wholesale Prices— 16619 
Business Research Advisory 
Council’s Committee on Oc¬ 
cupational Safety and Health 


Statistics _ 16619 

Labor Research Advisory Coun¬ 
cil Committees _ 16620 


LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU 
Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

New Mexico _i_ 16585 

Wyoming -- 16585 

Withdrawal and reservation of 
lands, proposed, etc.: 

California <3 documents) 16584.16585 


NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Historic Places National Register; 


pending nominations _ 16587 

POSTAL SERVICE 
Proposed Rules 

Bulk third class mail; reporting 
and segregating _ 16579 


RURAL ELECTRIFICATION 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Environmental statement, avail¬ 
ability, etc.: 

Western Farmers Electric Coop., 

Inc - 16694 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Hearings . etc.: 

Alex. Brown & Sons __ 16618 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 

Surety bond guarantee_ 16549 

Proposed Rules 

Small business investment com¬ 
panies; assistance to small con¬ 
cerns; extension of time_ 1G58:> 

Notices 

Disaster areas: 

Michigan___16619 

Nebraska_16619 

Vermont _ 16619 

Meetings, advisory councils: 

Minneapolis _ . 16619 


SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed Rules 

Parent locater service; disclosure 
of official records and informa¬ 
tion - 16561 

STATE DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Meetings : 

Advisory Committee for U.S. 
Participation in the UN Con¬ 
ference on Human Settlement 
< Habitat) ___ 16581 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

See Hazardous Materials Opera - 
tions Office. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

See Foreign Assets Control Office: 
Internal Revenue Service. 


Notices 

Alaska Teamsters-Emplo.ver pen¬ 
sion trust; exemption from pro¬ 
hibitions respecting certain 

transactions _ 16641 

Employee benefit plans, class ex¬ 
emptions from prohibitions re¬ 
specting certain transactions 
in which multirmployer and 
multiple employer plans are in¬ 
volved; correction._ 16620 


Rules 

NASA facilities and projects; co¬ 
ordination of__ 16550 

Notices 

Committees; establishment re¬ 
newals, etc.: 

Applications Steering Commit¬ 


tee __ _16618 

Privacy Act of 1974, notices of sys¬ 
tems of records .. 16618 


NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 


list of efr ports affected In this Issue 


The following numerical guide Is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published in today s 

issue. A cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second issue of the month. 

A Cumulative List of CFR Sections Affected is published separately at the end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections affected 
by documents published since the revision date of each title. 
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The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during April. 


l CFR 


7 CFR—Continued 


10 CFR—Continued 


Ch. 1_ 13895 

304. 15321 

Proposed Rules: 

435-. 14496 

3 CFR 

Proclamations: 

4425.. 

4426—.— 

4427 _ 

4428 _ 

4429 _ 

4430,1_ 

4431 _ 

4432 _ 

4433 _ 


Executive Orders: 

11790 (See EO 11912) _ 15825 

11795 (Amended by EO 11910) _ 15681 

11847 (Sec EO 11909) _ 15681 

11909 _ 14161 

11910 _-_ 15681 

11911 _ 15683 

11912 _ 15825 

Memorandums: 

January 2. 1973 (Amended by 
Memorandum of March 25, 

1976) _ 14163 

April 26, 1973 (See Memorandum 

of March 25, 1976) _ 14163 

December 13, 1973 (See Memoran¬ 
dum of March 25,1973) _ 14163 

October 29. 1974 (See Memoran¬ 
dum of March 25.1976) —. 14163 

March 25, 1976 _ 14163 

April 16, 1976 _ 16545 

4 CFR 

400 . 16135 

410- _____ - 16135 

Proposed Rules: 

415 . 14788 

5 CFR 

213 _ 14165, 

14501, 14999, 15397. 16145, 16547 

550 . 14165 

2402 _ 14725 

7 CFR 

2 ... 14170, 15322 

6— .-__ 15685 

52 _ 15016 

53 _ 14171 

663 _ 14172 

701 __- 15022 

724-—. 15023 

728-— . 16157 

729 _ 14175 

730 _ - 13928, 14176 

731 - 15397 

905 _ 15829 

907 _ 13928, 14176, 15023, 15831 

908 _ 13929, 14859, 15024 

910_ _ 14177, 15025, 16158 

911 ___ 15685, 16547 

918 _ 15830 

930 .-. 14177 


- 14363 
. 14723 

14997 

- 15395 
_15679 

- 15819 

- 15821 
. 15823 
_ 16133 


944—___ 15829, 16548 

959—.. 13930, 15831 

1124_ 15398 

1405_ 15398 

1430_ 14322 

1434_ 15398 

1472_ 14323 

1520_ 14727 

1801_ 14727. 14860 

1807 _16159 

1808 _16159 

1822 ___ 13932,15686 

1823 _ 13930 

1841_ 13930 

1872_-_ 13931 

1890_ 13930 

1890m_ 15830 

1890p_ 13933 

1890r_ 13933 

1901_16159 

1918_ 14727 

2024_ 13933 

Proposed Rules: 

1_ 13938 

29. 14760 

301_ 15422 

724_ 16553 

911___-_ 15859 

917 _ 14375 

918 _ 16469 

981_ 15341 

1011. 14192 

1033. 14192 

1036_ 15355 

1090_ 14192 

1099_ 14768 

1101_14192 

1205-_ 15418 

1207_ — 15858 

1701_i_ 15026 

1823_ 14773 

9 CFR 

73_ 14501, 14999 

76_ 15000, 16145 

78—_ 14501 

94_ 15000 

97_16145 

307_ 15400 

381_ 15400 

445.-___ 14256 

447_ 14256 

10 CFR 

2_ 15833 

20_ 16445 

30 _ 16445 

31 . 16446 

32 _ 16446 

35. 16446, 16448 

40_ 16446 

50-_ 15834. 16446 

51_ 15834 

55_ 16447 

70_ 16447 

73_ 16447 

140_ 16447 

150_ 16447 

210 _ — 13898 

211 __ 13898, 13899. 16448 


212_ 13898, 

13899, 15330, 15566, 16448, 16451 

213-.-.-. 14260 

215_ 13898 

Proposed Rules: 

140_ 13955 

203_ 14261 

205_ 14900 

211 _ 13955 

212 _ 13955, 16172, 16179, 16479 

213 _ 14900, 15033, 15035 

12 CFR 

7_ 15401 

225_15687 

265_ 14860 

406_ 15402 

600_ 15835 

613_ 16451 

Proposed Rules: 
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135..-.— 13952 


vi 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 41, NO. 77—TUESDAY, APRIL 20, 1^76 





































































































































































FEDERAL REGISTER 


14 CFR—Continued 
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14367, 14501 14506, 14728, 14729, 
15688 

1207 . 13911. 15003 

Proposed Rules: 

443. . 

451- . 
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1015 _ 

1201 _ 
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.. 14903 
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15873 
14112 
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17 CFR 
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Proposed Rules: 
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presidential documents 

Title 3—The President 

Memorandum of April 16, 1976 

Import Relief Determination Under Section 202(b) of the Trade Act 


Memorandum for the Special Representative for Trade Negotiations 

The White House, 
Washington, April 16,1976 . 

Pursuant to Section 202(b) (1) of the Trade Act of 1974 (PJL. 93-618, 88 Stat. 
1978), I have determined the actions I will take with respect to the report of the 
United States International Trade Commission (USITC) dated February 20, 1976, 
concerning die results of its investigation of a petition for import relief filed by the 
American Footwear Industries Association, the Boot and Shoe Workers Union and the 
United Shoe Workers of America. 

I have determined that expedited adjustment assistance is the most effective 
remedy for the injury sufTercd by the U.S. footwear industry and its employees. I have 
determined that provision of import relief is not in the national economic interest of 
the United States. 

A remedy involving import restraints would have lessened competition in the 
shoe industry and resulted in higher shoe prices for American consumers at a time 
when lowering the rate of inflation is essential. Footwear makes up 1percent of the 
Consumer Price Index. 

Import restraints would also have exposed U.S. industrial and agricultural trade 
to compensatory import concessions or retaliation against U.S. exports. This would 
have been detrimental to American jobs and damaged U.S. exports. 

The U.S. footwear industry is benefitting from a substantial increase in produc¬ 
tion, shipments, and employment as a result of the economic recovery. Additionally, a 
number of plants have reopened, order backlogs of domestic manufacturers have 
increased, and profitability has improved. 

In considering the effect of import restraints on the international economic in¬ 
terests of the United States, as required by the Trade Act of 1974, I have concluded 
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THE PRESIDENT 


that such restraints would be contrary to the U.S. policy of promoting the development 


of an open, nondiscriminatory and fair world economic system. The goal of this policy 
is to expand domestic employment and living standards through increased economic 
efficiency. 

I have directed the Secretaries of Commerce and Labor to give expeditious con¬ 
sideration to any petitions for adjustment assistance filed by footwear firms producing 
articles covered by the USITC report, and their workers. I have also instructed the 
Secretaries to file supplementary budget requests for adjustment assistance funds, if 
necessary, to carry out my program. 

I also direct you, as the Special Representative for Trade Negotiations, to monitor 
U.S. footwear trade, watching both the levels and quantities of imports as well as of 
domestic production and employment. If significant changes occur, they should be 
reported to me with appropriate recommendations. 

This determination is to he published in the Federal Register. 



[FR Doc.76-11582 Filed 4 19 76;10:09am] 
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rules and regulations 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains documents other than rules or proposed rules that are applicable to the public. Notices 
of hearings and investigations, committee meetings, agency decisions and rulings, delegations of authority, filing of petitions and applications 
and agency statements of organization and functions are examples of documents appearing in this section. 


Title 5—Administrative Personnel 

CHAPTER I—CIVIL SERVICE 
COMMISSION 

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Department of Commerce 

Section 213.3314 is amended to show 
that one position of Chief Economist is 
excepted under Schedule C. 

Effective on April 20, 1976, § 213.3314 
(a) (18) is added as set out below. 

§ 213.3314 Department of Commerce, 
(a) Office of the Secretary. 
***** 

(18) Chief Economist. 

(5 U.S.C. 3301, 3302, E.O. 10677; 3 CFR 1954- 
68 Comp., p. 218.) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant 
to the Commissioners. 

[FR Doc.76-11165 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 amj 


PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 

Department of Housing and Urban 
Development 

Section 213.3384 is amended to show 
that one position of Confidential Secre¬ 
tary to the Administrator, New Com¬ 
munities Administration, is reestablished 
under Schedule C. 

Effective on April 20, 1976, § 213.3384 
(k) (1) is added as set out below: 

§ 213.3384 Department of Housing ami 
Urban Development 
• * * * * 

(k) Office of New Communities Ad¬ 
ministration. 

(l) One Confidential Secretary to the 
Administrator. 

(6 U.S.C. 3301, 3302; E.O. 10577, 3 CFR 1954- 
1958, Comp. p. 218.) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant 
to the Commissioners. 
IFR Doc.76-11156 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am] 


PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Executive Office of the President 
Office of Management and Budget 
Section 213.3303 Ls amended to show 
that one position of Secretary to an As¬ 
sociate Director is reestablished under 
Schedule C. 


Effective on April 20. 1976, § 213.3303 
(a)(6) is amended as set out below: 

§ 213.3303 Executive Office of the Pres¬ 
ident. 

(а) Office of Management and 
Budget . • * • 

(б) One Secretary to each of four As¬ 
sociate Directors. 

(5 U.S.C. 3301. 3302; EO 10577, 3 CFR 1954- 
1958 Comp., p. 218.) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant 
to the Commissioners. 

[FR Doc.76-11344 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am) 


Title 7— Agriculture 

CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET¬ 
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE¬ 
MENTS AND ORDERS: FRUITS. VEGE¬ 
TABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Lime Reg. 35, Arndt. 3] 

PART 911—LIMES GROWN IN FLORIDA 
Size Requirements 

Tills amendment reduces the mini¬ 
mum size requirement for shipments of 
Persian type limes grown in Florida to 
1% inches for the period April 16 
through April 30, 1976, instead of 1% 
inches currently established for the pe¬ 
riod. This requirement is designed to 
promote orderly marketing and provide 
consumers with an increased supply of 
acceptable quality fruit. 

Findings. (1) Pursuant to the market¬ 
ing agreement, as amended, and Order 
No. 911, as amended (7 CFR Part 911; 
40 FJR. 52603), regulating the handlin g 
of limes grown in Florida, effective under 
the applicable provisions of the Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations of the 
Florida Lime Administrative Committee, 
established under the aforesaid amended 
marketing agreement and order, and 
upon other available information, it is 
hereby found that, continuance of regu¬ 
lation, including the specification of a 
smaller minimum size as hereinafter 
provided, for the remainder of this mar¬ 
keting season will tend to avoid disrup¬ 
tion of the orderly marketing of limes 
and will tend to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act. 

(2) Shipment of Persian type limes 7 7 4 
inches in diameter and larger is currently 
authorized under Lime Regulation 35, 
Amendment 2 (41 F.R. 7383) during the 
period April 11 through April 30, 1976. 


However, this requirement should be 
modified to allow the shipment of limes 
1 3 ,4 inches in diameter and larger during 
the period April 16 through April 30, 
1976, as limes are now maturing at 
smaller sizes than earlier during the sea¬ 
son, particularly late bloom fruit, which 
is not sizing normally. These smaller 
limes are of good quality, and they meet 
the minimum juice content requirements. 
Since the supply of limes is presently at 
a seasonal low, the re:ease of these 
smaller-sized limes would make more 
fruit available for market. Market sup¬ 
plies are also low and demand for fresh 
limes is presently very strong. 

(3) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, en¬ 
gage in public rulemaking procedure, and 
postpone the effective date of this 
amendment until 30 days after publica¬ 
tion thereof in the Federal Register (5 
U.S.C. 553) in that the time intervening 
between the date when information 
upon which this amendment is based 
became available and the time when 
this amendment must became effective 
in order to effectuate the declared pol¬ 
icy of the act is insufficient; and this 
amendment relieves restrictions on the 
handling of lines. 

Order. The provisions of paragraph 
(a) (3) of $ 911.337 Lime Regulation 35, 
Amendment 2 (41 F.R. 7383) are 

amended to read as follows: 

§ 911.337 Lime Regulation 35. 

Order, (a) • * • 

(3) Any limes of the group known as 
large fruited or Persian “seedless’' limes 
(including Tahiti, Bearss, and similar 
varieties) which are of a size smaller 
than 1% inches in diameter. 

• • • * • 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674.) 

Dated: April 15, 1976, to become ef¬ 
fective April 16,1976. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Devuty Director , Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service. 

[FR Doc.76-11375 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 ami 


[Lime Reg. 36) 

PART 911—LIMES GROWN IN FLORIDA 
Quality and Size Regulation 

Lime Regulation 36 prescribes during 
the period May I through June 19, 1976, 
the following grade and size require¬ 
ments for Florida limes: Mexican type 
limes shipped to points outside the pro- 
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duction area shall grade at least U.S. 
No. 2, with no minimum size require¬ 
ment; Persian tyre limes shipred to 
such points shall grade at least U.S. 
Combination, Mixed Color, and meas¬ 
ure at least 1 % inches in diameter. Both 
types of limes shipped to destinations 
within the production are:i are exempt¬ 
ed from grade requirements, except the 
minimum juice content requirement. 

Findings. (1) Pursuant to the mar¬ 
keting agreement, as amended, and Or¬ 
der No. 911, as amended (7 CFR Part 
911), regulating the handling of limes 
grown in Florida, effective under the 
applicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations of the 
Florida Lime Administrative Commit¬ 
tee. established under the aforesaid 
amended marketing agreement and or¬ 
der, and upon other available informa¬ 
tion, it is hereby found that the limita¬ 
tion of handling of limes, as hereinafter 
provided, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act. 

(2) The regulation herein specified 
is based upon an appraisal of current 
and prospective cron and market condi¬ 
tions for Florida limes. Florida lime 
production for the 1976-77 reason is 
estimated at 1.8 million bushels. Fresh 
shipments for the 1976-77 season are 
expected to require about 850,090 bush¬ 
els, which amount would be the second 
largest shipments bv Florida, as com¬ 
pared with record large shipments of 
about 900,000 bushels during the 1975- 
76 season. Ample supplies of acceptable 
sizes and grades of limes are expected 
to be available to fill fresh market de¬ 
mands. The imposition of the specif ed 
grade and size requirements is neces¬ 
sary to prevent the handling of defec¬ 
tive and small limes, which do not pro¬ 
vide consumer satisfaction, in order to 
promote orderly marketing in the in¬ 
terest of producers and consumers, con¬ 
sistent with the objectives of the act. 

(3) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rulemaking procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
regulation until 30 days after publica¬ 
tion thereof in the Federal Register (5 
U.S.C. 553) because the time interven¬ 
ing between the date when information 
upon which this regulation is based be¬ 
came available and the time when this 
regulation must become effective in or¬ 
der to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act is insufficient; a reasonable time 
is permitted, under the circumstances, 
for preparation for such effective time; 
and good cause exists for making the 
provisions hereof effective as hereinafter 
set forth. Shipment of Florida limes are 
currently being made and the volume is 
expected to increase on or about May 1, 
as the seasonal supply increases; the 
recommendation and supporting infor¬ 
mation for regulation during the period 
specified herein were promptly submitted 
to the Department after an open meet¬ 
ing of the Florida Lime Administrative 
Committee on April 7, 1976; such meet¬ 
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ing was held to consider recommenda¬ 
tions for regulation, after giving due no¬ 
tice of such meeting, and interested per¬ 
sons were afforded an opportunity to 
submit their views at this meeting; the 
provisions of this regulation are identical 
with the aforesaid recommendation of 
the committee, except for a shorter effec¬ 
tive period; the regulation continues the 
same quality and size requirements as 
are in effect through April 30, 1976, and 
information concerning such provisions 
and effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such limes: it is nec¬ 
essary, in order to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act, to make this 
regulation effective during the period 
hereinafter set forth; and compliance 
with this regulation will not require any 
special preparation on the part of the 
persons subject thereto which cannot be 
completed by the effective time hereof. 

§ 911.338 Lime Regulation 36. 

Order. (a) During the period May 1, 
1976, through June 19, 1976, no handler 
shall handle: 

(1) Any limes of the group known as 
true “seeded” limes (also known as Mex¬ 
ican, West Indian, and Key limes and by 
other synonyms), grown in the produc¬ 
tion area, which do not meet the re¬ 
quirements of at least U.S. No. 2 Grade 
for Persian (Tahiti) Limes, except as to 
color; Provided , That true limes which 
fail to meet the requirements of such 
grade may be handled within the pro¬ 
duction area, if such limes meet all other 
applicable requirements of this section 
and the minimum juice content require¬ 
ment prescribed in the U.S. Standards 
for Persian (Tahiti) Limes, and are han¬ 
dled in containers other than the con¬ 
tainers prescribed in § 911.329 for the 
handling of limes between the produc¬ 
tion area and any point outside thereof; 

(2) Any limes of the group known as 
large-fruited or Persian “seedless” limes 
(including Tahiti, Bearss and similar va¬ 
rieties) which do not grade at least U.S. 
Combination, Mixed Color; Provided, 
That stem length shall not be considered 
a factor of grade, and tolerances for fruit 
affected by decay and for fruit failing 
to meet the requirements set forth in the 
U.S. Standards for Persian (Tahiti) 
Limes shall apply; Provided further, 
That Persian limes which fail to meet 
the requirements of such grade may be 
handled within the production area, if 
such limes meet all other applicable re¬ 
quirements of this section and meet the 
sam^ minimum juice content require¬ 
ment prescribed in the U.S. Standards 
for such limes and are handled in con¬ 
tainers other than the containers pre¬ 
scribed in § 911.329 for the handling of 
limes between the production area and 
any point outside thereof; or 

(3) Anv limes of the grouo known as 
large-fruited or Persian “seedless” limes 
(including Tahiti, Bearss, and similar 
varieties) which arc of a size smaller 
than V/ a inches in diameter. 

(b) Notwithstanding the provisions of 
paragraph (a)(3), not more than 10 
percent, by count, of the limes in any lot 
of containers, other than master con¬ 


tainers of individual bags, may fail to 
meet the applicable minimum size re¬ 
quirement: Provided. That no individual 
container of limes having a net weight 
of more than four pounds may have 
more than 15 percent, by count, of the 
limes which fail to meet such applicable 
size requirement. 

(c) Terms used in the amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order shall, when 
used herein, have the same meaning as 
is given to the respective term in said 
amended marketing agreement and or¬ 
der; and terms relating to grade and 
diameter, as used herein, shall have the 
same meaning as is given to the respec¬ 
tive term in the United States Standards 
for Persian (Tahiti) Limes (§§ 51.1000- 
51.1016). 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674.) 

Dated: April 15, 1976, to become effec¬ 
tive May 1, 1976. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director. Fruit and 
Vegetable Division. Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service. 

(FR Doc.76-11377 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am] 


(Lime Reg. 5. Arndt. 5J 

PART 944—FRUITS; IMPORT 
REGULATIONS 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
8e of the Agricultural Marketing Agree¬ 
ment Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 
601-674), paragraph (a)(3) of § 944 204 
(Lime Regulation 5; 36 F.R. 10774; 
22008; 38 F.R. 12603; 40 F.R. 2793; 41 
F.R. 7384) is amended to read as follows: 

§ 94-1.204 Lime Regulation 5. 

(a) • • • 

(3) Such limes of the group known 
as large fruited or Persian “seedless” 
limes (including Tahiti. Bearss, and 
similar varieties) are of a size not 
smaller than 1% inches in diameter: 
Provided, That during the period April 16 
through April 30, 1976, such limes of the 
group known as large fruited or Persian 
“seedless” limes (including Tahiti, 
Bearss, and similar varieties) are of a 
size not smaller than 1% inches in di¬ 
ameter; and 

• • • • ♦ 

It is hereby found that it is impracti¬ 
cable. unnecessary, and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary no¬ 
tice, engage in public rulemaking proce¬ 
dure, and postpone the effective time of 
this amendment beyond that hereinafter 
specified (5 U.S.C. 553) in that (a) the 
requirements of this amended import 
regulation are imposed pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 8s of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674) , which makes such regu¬ 
lation mandatory; (b) such regulation 
imposes the same restrictions being made 
applicable to domestic shipments of 
limes under Lime Regulation 35, Amend¬ 
ment 3 (§ 911.337), which becomes ef¬ 
fective April 16. 1976; (c) compliance 
with this amended import regulation will 
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not require any special preparation 
which cannot be completed by the effec¬ 
tive time hereof; and <d> this amend¬ 
ment relieves restrictions on the impor¬ 
tation of limes. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31. as amended; 7 U S C 
001-874.) 

Dated: April 15. 1976, to become ef¬ 
fective April 16, 1976. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service . 

|PR Doc.76-11376 Filed 4-19-76,8:45 am) 

Title 13—Business Credit and Assistance 

CHAPTER I—SMALL BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART 115—SURETY BOND GUARANTEE 
Policy and Guarantee Fees 

On January 9. and January 21, 1976, 
there were published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister (41 FR 1608 and 41 FR 3105) no¬ 
tices of proposals to amend the Small 
Business Surety Bond Guarantee Regu¬ 
lations. to bring our regulations in con¬ 
formity with statutory language, to re¬ 
flect revised application procedures, to 
permit surety companies to charge high¬ 
er premium rates if authorized by State 
Insurance Departments, to revise pro¬ 
cedures for Issuance of oral approvals, 
to institute a $10.00 application fee from 
small business concerns, to increase our 
surety guarantee fee from 10 percent to 
20 percent of the Surety’s premium 
charge, and to institute a deductible 
clause on bond claims. 

Interested parties were given 30 days 
to submit arguments, opinions, com¬ 
ments, etc., on said proposals. Several 
participating sureties took the position 
that the higher surety guarantee fee 
might make their future participation 
unprofitable, in view of the losses suf¬ 
fered and the attendant, higher admin¬ 
istrative costs in dealing with client 
small business concerns. There also were 
several comments concerning the deduc¬ 
tible clause, requesting that it be treated 
so as to encourage surety salvage efforts. 
Several comments pertained to the elimi¬ 
nation of SB A oral approval authority, 
as well as to the proposed procedures for 
processing larger bond guarantee sub¬ 
missions. 

SBA has carefully considered all com¬ 
ments submitted on the aforementioned 
proposals. Thus, SBA has decided to 
amend Section 115.2 Policy, to permit 
the surety to recover the amount de¬ 
ducted under the deductible clause from 
salvage recovery. Section 115.4 Eligibil¬ 
ity, is revised to reflect the correct Code 
of Federal Regulations reference for the 
appropriate Surety Bond Guarantee size 
standards. Section 115.5 Procedure for 
surety bond guarantee assistance, is 
amended to reflect inclusion of SBA form 
994 in the list of required SBA forms, as 
well as deleting any special procedures 
for surety bond guarantee applicants 
from the Washington, D.C. metropoli¬ 
tan area. Section 116.6(e) Guarantee 
Agreement, is implemented as proposed. 
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Section 115.7 Guarantee fees , subsec¬ 
tion (c) is revised as proposed. Subsec¬ 
tion (d) creates a ten dollar ($10.00) 
non-refundable application fee, as pro¬ 
posed. Subsection (e) is amended by sub¬ 
stituting the word ’’authorized'’ for the 
proposed word “approved” with respect 
to the State Insurance Commission. Sub¬ 
sections (f) and (g) are adopted as pro¬ 
posed. Section 115.8 Approval or de¬ 
cline of applications . is revised to include 
new subsections <b>, <c) and (d). Sub¬ 
sections <b) and <c> are adopted as pro¬ 
posed, with editorial changes. Subsection 
(d> is revised to permit SBA’s extension 
of oral approvals for guarantee requests 
from surety companies under limited 
conditions. 

The primary purposes of the amend¬ 
ments are to reduce losses to the Surety 
Bond Guarantee Program, encourage 
“graduation” from the program and, 
most importantly, to Insure program con¬ 
tinuity within budgeted authority and to 
maintain the program’s economic justifi¬ 
cation. 

Accordingly. Part 115 of Title 13 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is hereby 
amended (effective April 21, 1976) by re¬ 
vising n 115.2. 115.4, 115.5, 115.6. 115.7, 
and 115.8. 

1. Section 115 2 Ls amended to read as 
follows : 

§ 115.2 Policy. 

It is the intent of Congress to 
strengthen the competitive free enter¬ 
prise system by assisting qualified small 
business concerns to obtain certain bid, 
payment or performance bonds that are 
otherwise not obtainable, by authorizing 
SBA to guarantee surety companies up 
to 90 percent of their losses incurred by 
reason of the breach of the terms of such 
bonds executed on behalf of such con¬ 
cerns, on contracts not exceeding a con¬ 
tract amount of $1,000,000. Payments to 
the surety by SBA of such losses shall be 
subject to a deductible amount of $500, 
or the amount of the gross bond premium 
(less SBA’s guarantee fee from the sure¬ 
ty) charged such small concern by the 
surety, whichever is less. Surety may 
credit itself with the deductible amount 
from salvage proceeds before having to 
start sharing their salvage proceeds on a 
pro rata basis with SBA, in the same per¬ 
centage as SBA shares the loss with the 
surety. 

2. Section 115.4(a) is amended to read 
as follows: 

§ ) 15,4 Pliability. 

* * • ♦ « 

(a) Qualify as a small business under 
121.3-15 of this chapter. 


3. Section 115.5 is revised to read as 
follows; 

§ 115.5 Procedure for surely bond guar¬ 
antee assistance. 

An application for surety bond guar¬ 
antee assistance shall be made on the 
appropriate SBA Forms (912, 990, 994 
and 994B) and shall include any addi¬ 
tional information required in support¬ 
ing schedules and forms. The applica¬ 
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tion shall be submitted to a representa¬ 
tive of a surety company (as defined in 
115.3(e)) in triplicate, with all other 
supporting material. The representative 
will forward one copy each to the SBA 
District Office and Regional Office serv¬ 
ing the area in which the applicant Ls 
located and one copy to the company. 

4. Section 115.6(e) is amended to v. tl 
as follows: 

§ 115.6 Gunn*nice agreement. 


• e» Surety shall pay SBA 20 percent 
of it; bond's) premium for and in con¬ 
sideration of SBA’s agreement to guar¬ 
antee the bid, payment, or performance 
bond contemplated bv this agreement. It 
is further agreed by SBA and surety 
that surety will pay SBA an additional 
like percentage of the additional 
premiums on any increase in contract 
price and SBA will make a like per¬ 
centage refund on any premium reduc¬ 
tion resulting from a reduction in the 
contract price. Where SBA’s or surety's 
share of any premium increase or de¬ 
crease is 10 dollars ($10.00) or less, there 
shall be no adjustment. 

5. Section 115.7 is amended by revis¬ 
ing paragraph (c) and adding new para¬ 
graphs <d>, (e>, (f> and (g) to read as 
follows: 

§ I 15.7 Guarantee 


<ci The surety shall pay to SBA a 
guarantee fee of 20 percent of the bond 
premium. 

(d) Each application submitted to SBA 
shall be accompanied by application fee 
of $10 from the small business concern 
on whose behalf a guarantee Ls sought 
Such fee shall not be refundable in the 
event the application is rejected. 

<e> SBA accepts the bond premium 
rates listed in the contract section of the 
Surety Association of America’s “Rat¬ 
ing Manual*’. The Agency will accept 
bond guarantee requests from surety 
companies charging more than “Rating 
Manual” rates. Provided. That (1) their 
premium rate schedule is not more than 
percent of the first $250,000 of the 
contract’s face value, plus not more than 
1 percent on any contract amount above 
the first $250,000; and (2) that these 
premium rates have been authorized by 
the appropriate State Insurance Com¬ 
mission. 

(f) SBA w T ill accept surety bond 
guarantee requests on which a minimum 
bond premium, regardless of the actual 
contract amount, not to exceed $50 has 
been charged; Provided, That the mini¬ 
mum premium amount has been author¬ 
ized by the appropriate State Insurance 
Commission. 

(g) SBA will not participate in any 
bond guarantee in which either the 
surety company or the surety’s repre¬ 
sentatives (including agent/brokers» 
charge any other fee above and beyond 
the stated premium for services, proc¬ 
essing, etc. except those permitted by 
the appropriate State Insurance Com¬ 
mission. SBA shall not receive any por¬ 
tion of such non-premium charges. 
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6. Section 115.8 is amended by adding 
paragraphs (b) and (c>: 

§ 115.8 Approval or decline of applica¬ 
tions. 

* * • • • 

(b) Guaranteo requests for bid, pay¬ 
ment, or performance bonds will be 
limited to contracts not exceeding $250,- 
000 in face value, except for special cases 
that meet one or more of the following 
criteria: 

(1) The applicant small business con¬ 
cern has, prior to the time his applica¬ 
tion is made, already received an SB A 
Surety Bond Guarantee; 

(2) Such applicant has, at the time of 
his application, an SBA-approved Sec¬ 
tion 8(a) business plan on record; 

(3) Such applicant is, at the time of 
his application, in receipt of SBA’s fi¬ 
nancial assistance which remains out¬ 
standing; or 

(4) The applicant’s application per¬ 
tains to a publicly-financed project, eg.. 
Federal. State, local, or special district 
public bodies. 

(c) Except as stated below in Para¬ 
graph (1) of this subsection. Regional 
Directors, Assistant Regional Directors 
for Finance and Investment, or District 
Directors and/or Assistant District Di¬ 
rectors for Finance and Investment, as 
appropriate, according to their delegated 
authority as pubMshed from Hme to time 
in the Federal Register, will take final 
action on all special "pplirations on 
contracts up to $500,000 in face value. 
Special applications for contracts ex¬ 
ceeding $500,000 un to $1,000,000 in face 
value must be forwarded to the SB A 
Central Office, with the recommendation 
of approval or decline by the Regional 
and/or District Director, as appropriate, 
for final action. 

(1) Multirle requests for the guaran¬ 
tees of bonds involving one small busi¬ 
ness concern on one project require the 
approval of the Regional Director, and/ 
or District Director, as appropriate, when 
the aggregate amount of these contracts 
exceeds $250,009 up to $59'\000. 

(2) Multiple requests for the guarantee 
of contract bonds involving one small 
business concern on one project require 
the approval of the SBA Central Office, 
when the aggregate amount of these con¬ 
tracts exceeds $500,000 up to $1,000,000 
in face value. Central Office can take fi¬ 
nal action only upon receipt of the rec¬ 
ommendation from the Regional or 
District Director, as appropriate. 

(d) No application for a guarantee 
from an authorized surety company rep¬ 
resentative may be approved orally by 
any Small Bu*in*ss Administration offi¬ 
cer or employee, except as provided 
below: 

(1) Oral aprrovel authority within 
SBA shall be limited to either the Re¬ 
gional Director, Assistant Regional Di¬ 
rector for Finance and Investment or the 
r 'gionnl Surety Bond Guarantee Coor¬ 
dinator, except in those regions where 
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the Surety Bond Guarantee program is 
decentralized to the SBA District Offices 
in which case the oral approval authority 
is limited to either the District Director 
or the Assistant District Director for Fi¬ 
nance and Investment, as npprepriate. 

(2) Oral rpproval authority wlth'n 
the SBA may be exercised only if the 
subject small business concern has been 
a client of the Surety Bond Guarantee 
program for at leaat one calendar year 
preceding the request for an oral bond 
guarantee request. 

<3) Oral approval authority within the 
SBA may be exercised only upon bond 
guarantee requests involving contracts 
not exceeding $250,000 in face value. 

(4) An oral approval by the SBA of 
a bond guarantee request shall be ni.il 
and void unless the surety submits to 
SBA the appropriate documentation, in 
writing and properly executed by the 
surety, within 15 calendar days from the 
date of the SB .Vs oral approval thireof. 

(5) The Agency’s guarantee be 
confirmed in writing, and the guarantee 
approval will be signified by the SBA’s 
authorized co*. r.tersignature upon the 
applicable Guarantee agreemen' (SBA 
Form 990). Oral approvals (valid only 
for 15 calendar days from date granted) 
will not be confirmed by SBA in writing 
except when appropriate documents are 
submitted by surety companies within 
the 15 day period. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
grams No. 59.016 Surety Bond Guarantee.) 

Dated: April 15,1976. 

Louis F. Laun, 
Acting Administrator. 

[FR Doc.76-11403 Filed 4-16-76;8:45 ami 


Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 

CHAPTER V—NATIONAL AERONAUTICS 

AND SPACE ADMINISTRATION 

PART 1204—ADMINISTRATIVE 
AUTHORITY AND POLICY 

Coordination of NASA Facilities Planning 
and Projects, Final Regulations 

On page 8339 of the Federal Register 
for February 26, 1976, Vol. 41, No. 39. the 
National Aeronautics and Space Admin¬ 
istration published interim regulations 
to implement the coordination provisions 
required by the revisions of OMB Circu¬ 
lar A-95, Evaluation. Review and Coordi¬ 
nation of Federal and Federally Assisted 
Programs and Projects, effective Feb¬ 
ruary 27, 1976. Interested persons were 
given until March 29. 1976, in which to 
submit comments. No such comments 
were received. 

Accordingly, the interim regulations 
are hereby adopted as final regulations, 
effective April 29,1976. 

Wm. E. Lilly, 

National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration Comptroller. 

|FR Doc.76-11333 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 ami 


Title 21—Food and Drugs 

CHAPTER I—FOOD AND DRUG ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

[Recodlficatlon Docket No. 12] 

[Docket No. 76N-0082] 

SUBCHAPTER E—ANIMAL DRUGS, FEEDS, AND 
RELA1ED PRODUCTS 

Reorganization and Republication 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 76-7091 appearing at page 
10964 of the issue for Monday, March 15, 
1976, on page 10991, in the second column 
under “Combination in grams per ton” 
the third line should read ”sone 22.8 
to 34.1”. 


SUBCHAPfER A—GENERAL 
(Docket No. 76N-0087J 

PART 1—REGULATIONS FOR THE EN¬ 
FORCEMENT OF THE FEDERAL FOOD, 

DRUG, AND COSMETIC ACT AND THE 

FAIR PACKAGING AND LABELING ACT 

Reserve Sample Requirement 

The Food and Drug Administration 
(FDA) is amending the regulations gov¬ 
erning exceptions to the requirement of 
section 702(b) of the Federal Food. 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 372 
(b)) that, upon request, the Secretary 
shall provide a part of any sample of 
a food, drug, or cosmetic collected by 
FDA for examination or analysis by the 
owner or any person named on the label 
of the article. The amendments shall be 
effective May 20. 1976. 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
issued a notice in the Federal Register 
of February 20. 1975 (40 FR 7455) pro¬ 
posing to amend 21 CFR 1.700 concern¬ 
ing exceptions to the reserve sample re¬ 
quirements set forth in section 702(b) of 
the act. The Commissioner received only 
two comments on the proposal. The com¬ 
ments received and the Commissioners 
conclusions respecting them are sum¬ 
marized below. 

1. One of the comments contended 
that any cost limitation on the obliga¬ 
tion of FDA to take reserve samples is 
unreasonable. 

The Commissioner points out that 
there has been a limitation of $10 since 
the promulgation of the original § 1.700 
more than 20 years ago. The principle 
that FDA may establish some cost ceiling 
is thus well established. Inflation since 
1955 has renders I the $10 limitation ob¬ 
solete. Indeed, the $10 limitation has 
sometimes been ignored by FDA investi¬ 
gators who believe it to be unfairly low. 
The proposed increase to $50 would es¬ 
tablish a more reasonable, albeit more 
c lly. limit. Thus, the formal require¬ 
ment is to be brought into line with cur¬ 
rent price levels, and the --mpensation 
afforded by $ 1.700(b) to those whose 
products are being investigated is to 
be increased. The Commissioner rejects 
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the contention that there should be no 
cost limitation because the agency must 
be protected against excessive costs that 
it could not reasonably anticipate. 

2. The same comment objected to 
§ 1.700(b)(3) of the proposed regulation, 
which excepts FDA from the duty to take 
reserve samples if practical means of 
preservation are not available. 

The Commissioner concluJes that tl s 
objection is likewise without merit. The 
present regulation already contains an 
exemption in cases of "perishability.” As 
stated in the preamble to the proposal, 
the current regulation does not reflect 
modern technology. A perishable sub¬ 
stance may be preservable by use of 
modern preservation techniques, whi > 
other nonperishable items may not be 
preservable in the state in which they are 
found. If a *"nipie cannot be kept in a 
st*' ‘ in which it could be analyzed uc: *g 
methods similar to those employed by 
FDA. the purpose of the reserve sample 
requirement cannot be fulfilled. The pro¬ 
posed change merely shifts the emphasis 
from perishability to preservability, but 
would continue to permit exemption 
where time renders meaningful analysis 
impossible. 

The commen*. suggested that, as an 
alternative to an exemption based on 
perishability or preservability, FDA 
should be required, immediately upon 
collection, to notify the company that the 
reserve sample has been taken and is 
available. This practice would allcv. the 
company to perform a speedy analysis of 
its own before meanin. ”ul analysis be¬ 
came impossible. Such a provision is un¬ 
necessary and would not achieve the 
comment’s objective because the length 
of time during which a substance can be 
preserved may still be too short or may 
not be knowm until it is too late to per¬ 
form a meaningful analysis. 

3. The comment went on to object o 
the exception pioposed in 8 1.700(b) (5) 
for samples collected from a person 
named on the label, or his agent, who is 
also the owner of the article. 

The language in proposed § 1.700(b) 
(5) is identical to the language in pres¬ 
ent 8 1.700(b)(5), which recognizes that 
when a sample is taken from a person 
whose name is on the label of the article, 
and who is the owner, he has no need for 
a reserve sample because he already pos¬ 
sesses ample quantities of the article for 
analysis. The Commissioner believes that 
the rationale for this exemption remains 
as correct today as it was when the 
original regulation was promulgated. 

4. The second comment observed that 
the proposal might permit FDA, in col¬ 
lecting a reserve sample of a drug, to so 
deplete a company’s reserves that addi¬ 
tional testing by the manufacturer or 
testing by FDA for other purposes would 
not be possible. 

The Commissioner believes that the 
writer of the comment has misconstrued 
present FDA policy concerning the tak¬ 
ing of samples. The term “reserve sam¬ 
ple” in agency, parlance can have two 
meanings: First, it can mean a sample 
taken pursuant to section 702(b) of the 
act. Alternatively, a “reserve sample” 
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can mean a sample of drug components 
or finished product kept by a drug manu¬ 
facturer pursuant to good manufacturing 
practice regulations in 8$ 211.42(h) and 
211.58(g) (21 CFR 211.42(h) and 211.58 
(g)). It is not the practice of FDA to 
take a section 702(b) sample from stocks 
t*iat a company is holding as “reserve” 
for purposes of satisfying good manu¬ 
facturing practice regulations and for 
purposes of making its own tests. There¬ 
fore, the Commissioner finds this com¬ 
ment to be without merit. 

5. Section 1.700(b)(3) as it appeared 
in the proposal has been modified by 
eliminating language that might have 
been interpreted to limit an FDA in¬ 
vestigator’s obligation to collect a reserve 
sample to those situations in which he 
had preservation equipment immediately 
in hand at “the time and place of col¬ 
lection”. The amended language makes 
clear the obligation of FDA to collect a 
reserve sample whenever preservation is 
practicable. 

6. Finally, the Commissioner has re¬ 
considered the proposed change in the 
section title and determined that the 
present title should be retained. 

Therefore, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 702(b), 52 
Stat. 1057 (21 U.S.C. 372(b))), and under 
authority delegated to the Commissioner 
(21 CFR 2.120), § 1.700(b) is revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 1.700 Examinations and invcfcliga- 
lions: sample*. 

• • • • • 

(b) When an officer or employee of the 
Department collects an official sample of 
a food, drug, or cosmetic for analysis 
under the act, he shall collect at least 
twice the quantity estimated by him to 
be sufficient for analysis, unless: 

(1) The amount of the article avail¬ 
able and reasonably accessible for 
sampling is less than twice the quantity 
so estimated, in which case he shall col¬ 
lect as much as is available and reason¬ 
ably accessible. 

(2) The cost of twice the quantity so 
estimated exceeds $50. 

(3) The sample cannot by diligent use 
of practicable preservation techniques 
available to the Food and Drug Admin¬ 
istration be kept in a state in which it 
could be readily and meaningfully ana¬ 
lyzed in the same manner and for the 
same purposes as the Food and Drug 
Administration’s analysis. 

(4) The sample is collected from a 
shipment or other lot which is being im¬ 
ported or offered for import into the 
United States. 

(5) The sample is collected from a 
person named on the label of the article 
or his agent, and such person is also the 
owner of the article. 

(6) The sample is collected from the 
owner of the article, or his agent, and 
such article bears no label or, if it bears 
a label, no person is named thereon. 

In addition to the quantity of sample 
set forth in this paragraph, the officer 
or employee shall, if practicable, collect 
such further amount as he estimates will 
be sufficient for use as trial exhibits. 
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Effective date. This regulation shall 
become effective May 20,1976. 

(Sec. 702(b), 52 Stat. 1057 (21 U.S.C. 372 
(b)).) 

Dated: April 13,1976. 

Sam D. Fine, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

|FR Doc.76-11288 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am) 


SUBCHAPTER B—FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS 

| Docket No. 75P-02101 

PART 29—FRUIT BUTTERS, FRUIT JEL 

LIES, FRUIT PRESERVES, AND RE 

LATED PRODUCTS 

Fruit Butter Standard: Confirmation of 
Effective Date 

The Food and Drug Administration is 
confirming an effective date for the re¬ 
vised standard of identity for fruit but¬ 
ter. All products initially introduced 
into interstate commerce on or after 
January 1, 1978, must comply with the 
regulation. 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
issued a final regulation in the Federal 
Register of August 29. 1975 (40 FR 
39855) amending 21 CFR Part 29 by 
revising the standard of identity for 
fruit butter in § 29.1 (21 CFR 29.1). The 
final regulation specified that all prod¬ 
ucts shipped in interstate commerce 
after December 31, 1975 must comply 
with the revised regulation. A period of 
30 days, until September 29, 1975, was 
allowed for filing objections and requests 
for hearing. No timely obections nor re¬ 
quests for hearing were received. 

One objection, dated September 30, 
1975, was filed by McCormick & Com¬ 
pany. Inc. The objection was filed after 
the time permitted by section 701(e) 
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos¬ 
metic Act and is therefore not a valid 
objection. The company, a flavor sup¬ 
plier, objected to the exclusion of the 
use of artificial flavors. Although there 
was no challenge to facts relied upon by 
the Commissioner, the objection asserted 
that this restriction appeared to be sim¬ 
ply a carryover from an earlier regula¬ 
tion, and, in the opinion of the supplier, 
unnecessarily stigmatized artificial fla¬ 
vors. The supplier requested that artifi¬ 
cial flavors not be excluded from the 
standard and that provision be made for 
appropriate labeling when such ingre¬ 
dients are used. No showing was made 
that if artificial flavors were used, it 
would promote honesty and fair dealing 
in the interest of consumers. 

Although the objection was untimely, 
the Commissioner has considered 
whether the action sought should be 
taken. The Commissioner concludes that 
the requested provision for the use of 
artificial flavors with appropriate label 
declaration represents such a substantial 
change in the proposed standard that it 
must be supported by more information 
than is currently available to the agency. 
Therefore, no action will be taken on 
the request. However, this decision is not 
prejudicial to any petition submitted by 
an individual, company, or association 
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showing that, if adopted, the provisions 
would promote honesty and fair dealing 
in the interest of consumers. 

In the Federal Register of January 8, 
1976 (41 FR 1469), the Commissioner 
extended the date for compliance with 
the revised standards for canned fruits 
because of problems involving obtain¬ 
ing new labels and using up existing 
label stocks. He expects that the same 
problems will exist in the case of fruit 
butters and is consequently extending 
the date for compliance on these prod¬ 
ucts to the same date as that set for 
canned fruits. 

Therefore, pur-u^nt to provisions of 
the Federal Food. Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (secs. 401, 701, 52 Stat. 1046. 1055- 
1056. as amended by 70 Stat. 919 and 
72 Stat. 948 (21 U.S.C. 341. 371)) and 
under authori ty d elegated to the Com¬ 
missioner (21 CFR 2 120), notice is given 
that the objection filed to the final regu¬ 
lation revising the fruit butter standard 
of identity (21 CFR 29.1) is not accented 
as valid. Accorcfinerlv. the amendments 
promulgated bv the final regulation shall 
b^enme effective as follows: Compliance 
with the fmnl regul^tfon. which shall 
include anv lab"lmg changes required, 
may have b?<nm °n September 19"5. 
All products iniM^liy introduced into in¬ 
terstate commerce on nr after January 1. 
1978 shall c^rn^lv with th*s regulation. 

(Secs. 401. 701. F2 Stat. 1046. 1065-1056 as 
amended bv 70 Stat. 919 and 72 Stat. 948 
(21 U.S.C. 341. 371).) 

Dated: April 13.1976. 

Sv* D. Fine, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

[FR Doc.76-11289 Filed 4-19-70;8:45 am] 


CHAPTER II—*"RUG ENFORCEMENT AD¬ 
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF 

JUSTICE 

PART 1308—SCHEDULES OF 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES 

Excluded Non-Narcotic Substances 

The Drug Enforcement Administra¬ 
tion has received applications, sub¬ 
mitted pursuant to § 1308.21 of Title 21, 
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), re¬ 
questing that certain marketed products 
which contain nonnarcotic controlled 
substances, and which may under the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act be 
lawfully sold over-the-counter without a 
prescription, be excluded from any sched¬ 
ule of the Comprehensive Drug Abuse 
Prevention and Control Act of 1970 (21 
U.S.C. 801-966) under the authority of 
section 201(g)(1) of the Act (21 U.S.C. 
811(g)(1)). 

In addition, the Drug Enforcement 
Administration independently has con¬ 
ducted a review of other similar products 
currently marketed for which no ap¬ 
plications have been submitted, to deter¬ 
mine if they qualify for listing In 21 CFR 
§ 1308.22 as excluded non-narcotic sub¬ 
stances. 

Upon examination of all applications 
submitted, and after evaluating the prod¬ 
ucts relative thereto and similar products 
qualifying for exclusion but not applied 
for, the Administrator of the Drug En¬ 


forcement Administration hereby finds: 
(1) that the above-referred products 
contain non-narcotic controlled sub¬ 
stances, and (2) that the Food and Drug 
Administration has confirmed that such 
products may, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act, be lawfully sold 
over the counter without a prescription. 

Therefore, under the authority vested 
in the Attorney General by section 201 
(g)(1) of the Act (21 U.S.C. 811(g)(1)) 
and delegated to the Administrator of 


the Drug Enforcement Administration 
by Department of Justice regulations (28 
CFR Part O), the Administrator, pursu¬ 
ant to said authority and in accordance 
with 21 CFR § 1308.21, hereby orders that 
21 CFR § 1308.22 be amended by deleting 
therefrom all substances currently listed 
therein, and in lieu thereof, adding the 
following: 

§ 1308.22 Excluded Substances. 


Excluded nonnarcotic over-the-counter substances 


Trade name or 
designation 


Dosage form 


Amodrinc... ... Tablet. 


Amodrinc E C. Enteric ccated 

tablet. 


Anodyne..Ointment_ 

Anti-Asthma..Tablet_ 


Ant {asthmatic__do.. 

Asms-Esc......do.. 

Asma-LIef..._do___ 

Asma-Lief rodiatric. Suspension. 

Asnm Tuss.8irttp. 


Composition 


. rhenobarl ital___ 

An Inophyliine.- 

Racephedrine..-. 

Mu i oI hiI in!...-. 

An inophyliine..•.. 

Rncephcdrine.... 

. ( Morel hydrate. 

. I hcrrlctl itol.. 

Theophylline.-. 

Ephedrine hydrochloride...*-._ 

. 1 hcrclni I Ital.. 

Ephedrine hydrochloride. 

Theophylline..... 

. I henobnilTal.. 

Theophylline. 

F.phedrlne hydrochloride.. 

. 1 hcnol orl ital. 

Ephedrino hydrochloride..._ 

Theophylline. 

Phenolarbl at.. 

Ephedrine hydrochloride__ 

Tnephyllinc.. 

I henohnrbitnl 


Potency 


Manufacturer or 
distributor 


Anna-A id.Tablet., 

A/.machine.do., 

Bet-U-Lol. Liquid. 

Bronkolixir. Elixir.. 


Bronkotabs_Tablet. 


BroiLkotabs-IIftfs_do. 1 

Ceepa____...do_ 

CUlorasal...Ointment. 

Choate’s Leg Freeze. Liquid. 


Cblorosalicylate_Ointment. 

Menthalgesle..do. 


Neoosma. Tablet- 

P.E.C.T.do_ 

Prlmatcne..—do- 

Rynal.Spray- 


6-K Asthma....._Tablet_ 

Tedra!....do..... 

Tedral Anti H..do..... 


(Ilycervl gnaiacolno.. 

Chlorpheniramine maleate.... 

Enhedrine sulfate.. 

Theophylline.... 

rhenolfltbPal... 

'i heophylllnr.. 

Enhedrine hydrochloride.. 

, Plierolnbl ul..... 

JEuhcdriue hydrochloride.. 

Theophylline..... 

Chloral hydrate. 

Methyl salicylate.. 

Menthol... 

. I henol ail ital_....__ 

Theophyline.. 

Enhedrine sulfate... 

Glyceryl guaincolate.... 

Theophylline. 

{5 lycrryl gunlacolate. 

Enhedrine sulfate.... 

1 nerobaibiial... 

(ilyccryl pirn loco late. 

Theophylline.. 

Enhedrine sulfate.... 

1 heuobail Hal. 

Theophylline.. 

Ephedrine hydrochloride. 

Chlorol hydrate.. 

Menthol. 

Methyl salicylate.. 

Chloral hydrate. 

Ether... 

Menthol.. 

Camphor.—. 

Chloral hydrate... 

Methyl salicylate.. 

Menthol.... 

Chloral hydrate.... 

Menthol... 

Methyl salicylate. 

Camphor... 

Theitoborbit a!.. 

Theophylline.... 

Ephedrine hydrochloride_ 

Phonobarbital.. 

Chlorpheniramine raaleatc. 

Ephedrine sulfate_.— . 

Theophylline. 

Phenol-nrbltnl.. 

Ephedrine hydrochloride_ 

Theophylline. 

dl irethamphetamine hydrochlo¬ 
ride. 

Antipyri ne.. 

Pyri famine maleate.. 

Uyamlne 2389.. 

PhenoVnibital.... 

Ephedrine hydrochloride. 

Theophylline.. 

Phcrtolmrbitnl..... 

Theophylline. 

Ephedrine hydrochloride. 

Pnenobarbltal.... 

Chlorpheniramine maleate. 

Theophylline.. 

Ephedrine hydrochloride. 


£.00 mg..Searle,G.D.& Co. 

100.00 mg. 

25.00 mg. 

8.(0 up.. Do. 

100.00 mg. 

25.00 mg__ 

0.W g/cOg..Zemxr.er Co. 

f.CPnp. Ormont Diug Si 

130.00 mg.. Chem. 

25.00 mg.. 

8.10 u p. Zenith Lob?., Tnc. 

24.00 mg. 

130.00 mg. 

8.10 mg. Panned Pbami. 

120.60 mg. 

24.30 mg. 

f.|( DC. Columbia Medical 

24.80 irg. Co. 

120.00 mg. 

4X0 ir.g/06 ml. Do. 

12.00 mg/05 ml. 

65.00 mf /05 ml. 

4.0J mp/t«5 ml. Ilalsey Drug Co. 

50.00 mg/05 ml- 

1.00mg/05 ml. 

12.00 mp/05 ml. 

15.00 tng/05 ml. 

8.CC mg -. Roudcx Labs. 

!2y.eo mg. 

24.30 mg___ 

8.(0 n g.. U.S. Ethicals. 

24.00 mg. 

130.00 mg. 

0.54 r/J0 ml. Huxley Thara. 

30.10 r/20 m!_ 

O.CO g/£0 ml. 

4.00 n<f A& ml.. Urcon I aba. 

15.00 mg/l»5 ml_ 

12.00 mr/05 ml. 

£0.00 mg/05 ml. 

8.00 ng.. Do. 

100.00 mg. 

100.00 mp. 

24.00 mg. 

4.00 np. Do. 

50.00 mg_ 

50.00 mg.. 

12.00 mg_ 

8.00 mg. Geneva Drugs. 

130.00 mg. 

24.00 mg.... 

048.00 n g/30g_Wisconsin Phar- 

072.CO mg/30 g_ macal. 

4.277 g/30 g.. 

7.40c/20 ml..._Bickmore, Inc. 

10.3 ml/30 ml. 

6.3 g/30 ml_ 

8.7 g/30 ml- 

648.00 mg/30 g.Kremers-Urban 

6.60 g/20 g. Col 

1.13 p/20 g. 

0.45 p/:o g_._.. Blue Line Chem. 

0.45 g/30 g. Co. 

3.G0 g/30 g. 

0.45g./30 g. _ 

10.00 mg..Tarmac Products. 

130.00 mg. 

24.00 mg. 

8.10 mg..Unborn Drug Co. 

2.00 mg. 

24.30 mg. 

120.60 mg. 

8XO mg.... Whitehall Lobs. 

24.00 mg. 

130 00 mg. 

0.11 g/50 ml.Blaine Co. 


O. 14 g/50 ml. 

P. 005 g/£0 ml. 
0.01 g/50 ml. 

8X0 irp. 

24.30 mg. 

120.00 mg. 

8.00 mg_ 

130.00 mg. 

24.<X» ing. 

8.00 mg...._. 

2.00 mg. 

130.00 mg. 

24.00 mg. 


8-K Research 
Labs. 

_Wamcr-ChilcoU. 

Do. 
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Excluded nonnarcotic over-the-counter Huhstances— continued 


Trade name or 
designation 

Dosage form 


.do_ 

~ malic. 


Tedral Elixir. 

Elixir. 

TcdiBl Pediatric. 

Suspension._ 

Teephcn_ 

Tablet. 

Teepheu Podiatre... 

Suspension_ 

T.E.P. Compound.. 

Tablet.. 

Thodrixcm. 


Thcobal. 


Val-Tep. 

.do. 


Composition 


Potency 


Vcrequad.Suspension. 


Do......Tablet.. 

Vicks Inhaler. Inhaler. 


Manufacturer or 
distributor 

Phenobarbital.g.OOmg. Parke-DavisA 

Theophylline. 1W.00 mg- Co. 

Ephedrine hydrochloride.. 24.00 my. 

Phenoharhltal.2.00 my/05 ml.Wamer*Ch!lcott. 

Ephedrine hydrochlorido. 6.00 mg/05 ml. 

Theophylline.-. 32.50 mp/0!5 ml. 

Phenobarbital.4.00 myA* ml..... Do. 

Ephedrine hydrochloride.12.00 my/05 ml- 

Theophylline.05.00 my/05 ml- 

Phenobarbital....8.00 n y..Robinson Labs. 

Ephedri»>e hydrochloride. 24.00 my. 

Theophylline. 130.00 my. 

Phenobarbital.4.00 irp/Uft ml..- Do. 

Ephedrine hydrochloride.12.00 my/U5 nil. 

Tneophylline anhydrous.. 05.00 my/05 ml. 

l henobnrbi’al.8.10 my .Stonlabs, Inc. 

Theophylline.120.00 mg.. 

Ephedrine hydrochloride.. 24.30 mg.. 

Phenobarl itnl. .8.00 mp.Zemmcr Co. 

Ephedrine hydrochlorido. 25.00 my.. 

Theophylline. 100.00 mg- 

Phenobarbital.8.00 my. Uakey Drug Co. 

Ephedrine hydrochloride.2-f.OOmy.. 

Theophylline. 130.00 my. 

Phenobarbital._.8.0(1 my.Vale Chemical Co. 

Ephedrine hydrochloride. 24.00 rry. 

Tneophylline. .. 13Q.00n y. .... 

Phenobarbital.4.(0 irpA« nil.Knoll I'harm. 

Ephedrine hydrochloride.12.00 my/Oft ml. 

Tneophylline calcium salicylate... 65.00 my/05 ml- 

Glyceryl ytiaiacolate.50.tR) my/05 ml- 

Phenobarbital .8.00 my .. 

Ephedrine hydrochloride.. 24.00 my. 

Glyceryl yualacolaie. 100.00 mp.. 

Theophylline calcium salicylate... 130.00 my. 

L- Desoxy ephedrine. 113.00 my.Vick Chemical 

Co. 


Do. 


Effective date. This order is effective 
April 20. 1976. Any person interested 
may file written comments on or ob¬ 
jections to the order on or before June 25, 
1976. If any such comments or objections 
raise significant issues regarding any 
finding of fact or conclusion of law upon 
which the order is based, the Adminis¬ 
trator shall immediately suspend the 
effectiveness of the order until he may 
reconsider the application in light of 
the comments and objections filed. 
Thereafter, the Administrator shall re¬ 
instate. revoke or amend his original 
order as he determines appropriate. 

Dated: April 13. 1976. 

Peter B. Bensincer, 
Administrator. Drug 
Enforcement Administration. 

|FR Doc.76-11250 Piled 4-19-76;8:46 am) 


Title 31— Money and Finance: Treasury 

CHAPTER V—OFFICE OF FOREIGN AS¬ 
SETS CONTROL, DEPARTMENT OF THE 
TREASURY 

PART 500—FOREIGN ASSETS CONTROL 
REGULATIONS 

Miscellaneous Technical Amendments 

The Foreign Assets Control Regula¬ 
tions (31 CFR Part 500) are being 
amended by various technical amend¬ 
ments. 

Sections 500.410: 500.411; 500.412; 

500.538; 500.546: 500.547: 500.549*. 500.- 
550; and, 500.554; 500.557; 500.558; 500.- 
559; 500.560 and 500.562 are being 

amended by the addition of Cambodia 
and South Viet-Nam to the countries 
specified in those sections. The changes 
are made necessary by the inclusion in 
the Schedule of Section 500.201(d) of 
those countries. 

Sections 500.204; 510.328; 500.538; 

500.547; and, 500.555 are being amended 


by changing the references from “China 
(except Formosa),” “Mainland China,” 
“China (Communist controlled)/' and 
related terminology to “People's Repub¬ 
lic of China" and related terminology. 
Similar changes are being made in ref¬ 
erence to the Republic of Korea and the 
Republic of China.' 

Section 500.328 is also being amended 
by the deletion of Viet-Nam. The dele¬ 
tion of Viet-Nam is necessary in view of 
the inclusion of South Viet-Nam in the 
Schedule of Section 500.201(d). 

Section 500.322 is being amended by 
the addition of countries that were either 
not in existence when this section was 
originally published or were inadvert¬ 
ently not included. In addition, the 
amendments reflect changes in the names 
of various countries. 

Sections 500.531 and 500.532 are being 
deleted according to the terms of expira¬ 
tion originallv provided when those sec¬ 
tions were published. 

Section 500.539 is being revoked as un¬ 
necessary in view of the previous issu¬ 
ance of Section 500.547. 

Section 500 541(d) is being amended 
by changing “Reserved" to (Revoked). 

Sections 500.101, 500.203. 500.505, 500.- 
533, 500.538, 500.541, and 500.809 are 
being amended by changes in the cita¬ 
tions appearing in those sections to re¬ 
flect current citations. 

Section 500.306(b) is being revoked 
as unnecessary in view of the inclusion 
of South Viet-Nam in the Schedule of 
Section 500.201(d). 

As the material contained herein in¬ 
volves only technical amendments to 
published rules and as those published 
rules involve a foreign affairs function, 
the provisions of the Administrative 
Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 553) requiring 
notice of proposed rule making, oppor¬ 
tunity for public participation and delay 
in effective date are inapplicable. 


31 CFR Part 500 is amended as 

follows: 

1. Section 500.101 is amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 500.101 Relation of this chapter to 
other laws and regulations, including 
0 CFR Ch. II. 

(a) Tliis chapter is independent of 
8 CFR Ch. n. The prohibitions con¬ 
tained in this chapter are in addition 
to the prohibitions contained in 8 CFR 
Ch. II (formerly 3 CFR Ch. II). No li¬ 
cense or authorizatio n con tained in or 
issued pursuant to 8 CFR Ch. II shall 
be deemed to authorize any transaction 
prohibited by this chapter, nor shall any 
license or authorization issued pursu¬ 
ant to any other provision of Jaw (ex¬ 
cept this chapter) be deemed to au¬ 
thorize any transaction so prohibited. 

(b> No license or authorization con¬ 
tained in or issued pursuant to this 
chapter shall be deemed to authorize 
any transaction to the extent that it is 
prohibited by reason of the provisions 
of anv law r or statute other than Sec¬ 
tion 5(b) of the Trading with the Enemy 
Act, as amended, or anv proclamation, 
order or regulation other than those 
contained in or Issued pursuant to this 
chapter or pursuant to section 620(a) of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (75 
Stnt. 444. 22 U.S.C. 2370). 

2. Section 500.203 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (f) to read as follows: 

§ 500 203 F.fTect of transfers violating 
the provisions of this chapter. 

« • • • • 

(f) For the purpose of this section the 
term “property' includes gold, silver, 
bullion, currency, coin, credit, securities 
(as that term is defined in section 2<1) 
of the Securities A^t of 1033. as amended 
(48 Stat. 74; 15 U.S.C. 77(b)), bills of 
exchange, notes, drafts, acceptances, 
checks, letters of credit, book credits, 
debts, claims, contracts, negotiable 
documents of title, mortgages, liens, an¬ 
nuities, insurance policies, options and 
futures in commodities, and evidences of 
anv of tbe foregoing. The term “prop¬ 
erty" shall not. except to the extent In¬ 
dicated, be deemed to include chattels 
or real property. 

3. Section 500.204 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (a)(1) to read as 
follows: 

§ 500.201 Importation of and dealing* 
in certain merchandise. 

• ♦ « • • 

(a) • • • 

(1) Merchandise the country of origin 
of which is the People’s Republic of 
China, North Korea. North Viet-Nam, 
Cambodia, or South Viet-Nam. Articles 
which are the growth, produce or manu¬ 
facture of these areas shall be deemed 
for the purposes of this chapter to be 
merchandise whose country of origin 
is the People’s Republic of China. North 
Korea. North Viet-Nam, Cambodia, or 
South Viet-Nam, notwithstanding that 
they may have been subjected to one 
or any combination of the following proc¬ 
esses in another country: (i) grading; 
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(ii) testing; (111) checking; <lv) shred¬ 
ding; (v) slicing; (vi) peeling or split¬ 
ting; (vii) scraping; (viii) cleaning; (ix) 
washing; <x) soaking; (xi) drying; (xii) 
cooling, chilling or refrigerating; (xiii) 
roasting; (xiv) steaming; (xv) cooking; 
(xvi) curing; (xvii) combining of fur 
skins into plates; Cxviii) blending; <xix) 
flavoring; (xx) preserving; (xxi) pick¬ 
ling; (xxii) smoking; (xxiii) dressing; 
(xxiv) salting; (xxv) dyeing; <xxvi> 
bleaching; (xxvii) tanning: (xxviii) 
packing; (xxix) canning; (xxx) label¬ 
ing; (xxxi) carding; (xxxii) combing; 

<xxxiii) pressing; (xxxiv) any process 
similar to any of the foregoing. Any 
article wheresoever manufactured shall 
be deemed for the purposes of this chap¬ 
ter to be merchandise whose country of 
origin is the People’s Republic of China. 
North Korea, North Viet-Nam, Cam¬ 
bodia, or South Viet-Nam, if there shall 
have been added to such articles any 
embroidery, needle point, petit point, lace 
or any other article of adornment which 
is the product of the People’s Republic 
of China. North Korea. North Viet-Nam. 
Cambodia, or South Viet-Nam, notwith- 
. standing that such addition to the mer¬ 
chandise may have occurred in a country 
other than the People’s Republic of 
China, North Korea. North Viet-Nam. 
Cambodia, or South Viet-Nam. 

§ 500.306 [Amended] 

4. Section 500.306 is amended by re¬ 
voking paragraph <b). 

5. Section 500.322 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraphs (a) (4) and (5) to read 
as follows: 

§ 500.322 Authorised trade territory; 
member of the authorized trade ter¬ 
ritory. 

(a) * * • 

(4) Andorra. Austria, Belgium, Cy¬ 
prus, Denmark, Ireland, the Federal Re¬ 
public of Germany and the Western Sec¬ 
tor of Berlin, France (incuding Monaco), 
Greece, Iceland. Italy, Liechtenstein, 
Luxembourg, Malta, the Netherlands, 
Norway. Portugal, San Marino, Spain, 
Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, the United 
Kingdom, Vatican City, and Yugoslavia. 

(5) Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Bhutan, 
Burma. Hong Kong, India, Iran, Iraq, 
Israel, Japan, Jordan. Kuwait, Laos. 
Lebanon, Macao, Malaysia, Nepal, Oman, 
Pakistan. Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Singa¬ 
pore, South Korea, Sri Lanka (Ceylon), 
Syrian Arab Republic, Taiwan. Thailand, 
United Arab Emirates, and Yemen. 

6. Section 500.328 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 500.328 Stains of those portions of 
China and Korea under control of 
the governments of the Republic of 
China and the Republic of Korea: 
ami of the diplomatic and consular 
representatives of those countries. 

(a) Those portions of China and of 
Korea which are under the control of the 
governments of the Republic of China 
and the Republic of Korea are not in¬ 
cluded within the term designated for¬ 
eign country. 

(b) The diplomatic and consular rep¬ 
resentatives of the Republic of China and 


the Republic of Korea are not deemed to 
be acting or purporting to act directly 
or indirectly for the benefit or on the 
behalf of any designated foreign country. 

7. Section 500.410 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 500.410 Currency, coins and postage 
and other .stamps. 

Currency, coins, and postage and other 
stamps issued by North Korea, North 
Viet-Nam, Cambodia, or South Viet-Nam 
are merchandise of North Korean, North 
Vietnamese, Cambodian, or South Viet¬ 
namese origin subject to Section 500.204 
<a)<l>. 

8. Section 500.411 is revised to read ns 
follows: 

§ 500.411 Dealing?* abroad in commod¬ 
ities subject to the Regulation!*. 

Section 500.204 prohibits the unli¬ 
censed importation into the United 
States of commodities of North Korean, 
North Vietnamese. Cambodian, or South 
Vietnamese origin. It also prohibits, un¬ 
less licensed, persons subject to the juris¬ 
diction of the United States from pur¬ 
chasing. transporting or otherwise deal¬ 
ing with such commodities which are 
outside the United States. 

9. Section 500.412 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 500.4 12 Process manufacture. 

A commodity subject to 5 500.204 re¬ 
mains subject howsoever it has been 
processed. It should not be assumed that 
a commodity which has undergone oper¬ 
ations other than those listed in $ 500.204 
(a)(1), has become a manufactured 
form of the commodity rather than a 
processed form thereof. In case of ques¬ 
tion, a ruling should be requested from 
the Office of Foreign Assets Control. Re¬ 
quests for rulings in the form of license 
applications or otherwise should include 
adequate technical detail. It should be 
noted that it is quite possible for mer¬ 
chandise to have North Korea. North 
Viet-Nam, Cambodia, or South Viet-Nam 
as its “country of origin” for Foreign 
Assets Control purposes while having 
some other country as its “country of 
origin” for marking or statistical pur¬ 
poses. 

10. Section 500.505 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (b) to read as follows; 

§ 500.505 Certain person** in the United 
Stales tin blocked. 

• * * • * 

. (a) ♦ • * 

<b> Any individual in the United 
States who has been paroled into the 
United States pursuant to section 212(d) 
(5) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act of 1952 (66 Stat. 181; 8 U.S.C. 1181- 
1185) by the Attorney General provided 
that this subsection shall not apply: 

(1) To any individual who after such 
parole has acted or purported to act di¬ 
rectly or indirectly for the benefit of or 
on behalf of any designated foreign 
country; or 

(2) To any Individual whose parole 
has been revoked, after the date of such 
revocation. 


§§ 500.531 and 500.532 [Removed ] 

11. Sections 500.531 and 500.532 are 
hereby deleted. 

12. Section 500.533 is amended by 
amending paragraph (a)(1), to read as 
follows: 

§ 500.533 Transactions incident to ex¬ 
portations to designated rotintrie*. 

(a) * * • 

(1) The exportation is licensed or oth¬ 
erwise authorized by the Department of 
Commerce under the provisions of the 
Export Administration Act of 1969 (sec. 
4, 88 Stat. 842, 50 U.S.C. App. 2403); 

* • • • * 

13. Section 500.538 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraphs (c> and (d) to read as 
follows; 

§ 500.538 Transportation and insurance 
of merchandise. 

* • • • » 

<e) This section does not authorize 
the transportation or insurance of any 
merchandise directly or indirectly to or 

from North Korea. North Viet-Nam, 

Cambodia, or South Viet-Nam. Nor does 
this section authorize the transporta¬ 
tion or insurance of any merchandise 
the country of origin of which is North 
Korea. North Viet-Nam, Cambodia, or 
South Viet-Nam. 

<d> This section does not authorize 
the transportation directly or indi¬ 
rectly to the People’s Republic of China 
or insurance of: (1) Any merchandise 
of United States origin, except as au¬ 
thorized by § 500.533; (2) Any merchan¬ 
dise, regardless of origin, of a type in¬ 
cluded in the Commodity Control List 
of the United States Department of 
Commerce <15 CFR Part 399) and iden¬ 
tified by the code letter “A” following 
the Export Control Commodity Number, 
or of a type the unauthorized exporta¬ 
tion of which from the United States is 
prohibited by regulations issued under 
Section 414 of the Mutual Security Act 
of 1954. as amended, (68 Stat. 848, 22 
U.S.C. 1934) relating to arms, ammuni¬ 
tion, and implaments of war or under 
sections 53<a). 62, 82(c), 103 and 104 
of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 <68 
Stat. 1921, 42 U.S.C. 2011-2296 (1964), 
as amended (Supp. in, 1965-1967)), re¬ 
lating to atomic energy facilities or ma¬ 
terials for use for non-military purposes. 

§ 500.539 [ RemovedJ 

14. Section 500.539 is hereby revoked: 

15. Section 500.541 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (c)(2), (e) and (f» 
and by revoking paragraph <dT to read 
as follows: 

§ 500.541 Certain transaction?* I>> |icr- 
*oti* in foreign countries. 

« * • * • 

<C) * * • 

(2) Merchandise, regardless of origin 
of a type included in the Commodity 
Control List of the United States De¬ 
partment of Commerce (15 CFR Part 
399) and identified by the code letter 
"A” following the Export Control Com¬ 
modity Number, or of a type the unau¬ 
thorized exportation of which from the 
United States is prohibited by regula- 
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tions issued under Section 414 of the 
Mutual Security Act of 1954, as 
amended. (68 Stat. 818. 22 U.S.C. 1934) 
relating to arms ammunition, and im¬ 
plements of war or und r Sections 53 (a>. 
62, 82(c), 103 and 104 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (68 
Stat. 930. 932, 935, 936, 937; 42 U.S.C. 
2073(a), 2092, 2112(c), 2133. 2134), re¬ 
lating to atomic energy facilities or ma¬ 
terials for use for non-military purposes, 
unless the transaction is in compliance 
with § 505.31 of this chapter. 

(d> fRevoked.! 

(e) This section does not authorize 
the supply of petroleum products to any 
vessel bound to or from North Korea, 
North Viet-Nam. Cambodia, South Viet- 
Nam. or Cuba. 

(f) This section does not authorize 
any transaction involving North Korea, 
North Viet-Nam. Cambodia, South Viet- 
Nam, or their nationals, or merchandise 
the country of origin of which is North 
Korea, North Viet-Nam, Cambodia, or 
South Viet-Nam. 

16. Section 500.546 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (b)(4) to read as 
follows: 

§ 500.546 Current transaction* with 
China and it* national!* authorized. 


(b) • • • 

(4) Any transaction involving an in¬ 
terest of North Korea. North Viet-Nam, 
Cambodia, or South Viet-Nam, or na¬ 
tionals thereof. 

17. Section 500.547 is amended by re¬ 
vising the heading and paragraph (b) (2), 
to read as follows: 

§ 500.547 Transaction* involving mcr* 
rhnndihc the country of origin of 
which is the People’s Republic of 
China authorized. 


(b) • • • 

(2) Any transaction involving mer¬ 
chandise. tiie country of origin of which 
is North Korea. North Viet-Nam, Cam¬ 
bodia, or South Viet-Nam. 

18, Section 500.549 is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 500.549 Proof of origin. 

Specific licenses for importation of 
goods the origin of which is North Korea, 
North Viet-Nam, Cambodia, or South 
Viet-Nam are generally not issued unless 
the applicant submits satisfactory docu¬ 
mentary proof of the location of the 
goods outside North Korea North Viet- 
Nam, Cambodia, or South Viet-Nam 
prior to the applicable effective date and 
of the absence of any interest of North 
Korea, North Viet-Nam, Cambodia, or 
South Viet-Nam in the goods at all times 
on or since that date. Since the type of 
documents which would constitute satis¬ 
factory proof varies depending upon the 
facts of the particular case, it is not 
possible to state in advance the type of 
documents required. However, it has been 
found that affidavits, statements, in¬ 
voices, and other documents prepared by 
manufacturers, processors, sellers or 
shippers cannot be relied on and are 


therefore not by themselves accepted by 
the Office of Foreign Assets Control as 
satisfactory proof of origin. Independent 
corroborating documentary evidence, 
such as insurance documents, bills of 
lading, etc., may be accepted as satisfac¬ 
tory proof. 

19. Section 500.550 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragrarhs (a) and (b) to read as 
follows: 

§ 500.550 Publications, film*, etc., from 
North Korea, North Viet-Nam, Cam¬ 
bodia, or South Viet-Nam. 

(a) Specific licenses are issued for 
commercial importations of publications, 
films, posters, phonograph records, 
photographs, microfilms, microfiche and 
tapes oricinating in North Korea, North 
Viet-Nam, Cambodia, or South Viet- 
Nam, provided all payments due the sup¬ 
pliers are made into blocked accounts in 
the name of the seller and provided that 
reports of any such imports and deposits, 
as required by the Office of Foreign As¬ 
sets Control, are made by the licensee. 

(b) Specific licenses are also issued for 
such publications, films, etc., originating 
in North Korea. North Viet-Nam, Cam¬ 
bodia, or South Viet-Nam. without re¬ 
striction as to method of payment, or 
on an exchange basis, under programs 
approved by the Librarian of Congress 
or the National Science Foundation for 
universities, libraries, research and 
scientific institutions. 

20. Section 500.554 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 500.554 Gifts of North Korean, North 
Vietnamese, Cambodian, or South 
Vietnamese origin. 

(a) Except as stated in paragraph (b) 
of this section and in section 500.550, 
specific licenses are not issued for the 
importation of North Korean, North 
Vietnamese. Cambodian, or South Viet¬ 
namese origin goods sent as gifts to per¬ 
sons in the United States or acquired 
abroad as gifts by persons entering the 
United States. However, licenses are is¬ 
sued. upon request, for the return of such 
goods to the donors in countries other 
than North Korea, North Viet-Nam, 
Cambodia, or South Viet-Nam. 

(b) Snecific licenses are issued for the 
importation directlv from North Korea, 
North Viet-Nam. Cambodia, or South 
Viet-Nam (1) of goods which are claimed 
by the importer to have been sent as a 
bona fide gift and (2) of goods which are 
claimed to have been acquired in North 
Korea, North Viet-N-m. Cambodia, or 
South Viet-Nam as a bona fide gift, sub¬ 
ject to the conditions that: (i) The goods 
are of small value, and (ii) There is no 
reason to believe that there is, or has 
been since the applicable effective date, 
any direct or indirect financial or com¬ 
mercial benefit to North Korea, North 
Viet-Nam. Cambodia, or South Viet- 
Nam or nationals thereof from the im¬ 
portation. 

21. Section 500.555 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 500.555 Bank accounts and other 
property of persons who were in the 
People’s Republic of China on or 
after December 17, 1950 and prior 
to May 7, 1971. 


(a) Persons who left the People's Re¬ 
public of China after December 17, 1950. 
Specific licenses are issued unblocking 
the accounts and other property of per¬ 
sons who left the People’s Republic of 
China after De:ember 17, 1950, rrovided 
that they submit evidence satisfactorily 
demonstrating that they have establish**! 
residence in a foreign country in the 
authorized trade territory 

(b) Non-Chinese decedents irho died 
in the People's Republic of China onj>r 
after December 17, 1950 and prior to 
May 7, 1971. Specific licenses are issued 
authorizing the administration of the 
estates of non-Chinese decedents who 
died in the People’s Republic of China 
on or after December 17, 1950 and prior 
to May 7, 1971, provided that any distri¬ 
bution to a blocked national of China is 
made by deposit in a blocked account in 
a domestic bank in the name of the 
blocked national; 

22. Section 500.557 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 500.557 Proceeds of insurance poli¬ 
cies* 

(a) Specific licenses are issued au¬ 
thorizing payment of a portion of a 
blocked life insurance policy issued on 
the life of a Chinese, North Korean. 
North Vietnamese, Cambodian, or South 
Vietnamese national who died in one of 
those countries after the applicable ef¬ 
fective date, and in the case of a Chinese 
national, prior to May 7. 1971, to non- 
blocked beneficiaries as follows: 

(1) Payment may be licensed of a por¬ 
tion equal to the proportionate shares 
due the beneficiaries after deduction of 
an amount equal to the cash surrender 
value of the policy on the date of the 
insured’s death, (i.e., the value of the 
blocked insured’s interest), subject to 
the condition that the amount deducted 
is deposited in a blocked account in a 
domestic bank in the name of the estate 
of the insured. 

(2) [Deleted.] 

(3) Where a non-blocked surviving 
spouse of the insured is a beneficiary, 
payments to such spouse are licensed 
pursuant to the procedures in paragraphs 
(a) (1) and (2) of this section. 

(b) Where a blocked life insurance 
policy on the life of a Chinese, North 
Korean. North Vietnamese. Cambodian, 
or South Vietnamese national who died 
in any one of those countries after the 
applicable effective date, and in the case 
of the Chinese national prior to May 7, 
1971, provides for payment to the estate 
of the insured, licenses are not issued 
for payment except to a blocked account 
in a domestic bank in the name of the 
estate of the deceased insured. 

23. Section 500.558 is being amended by 
revising the introduction to paragraphs 
(a) and (b) and by amending paragraphs 
(a) and (b) to read as follows* 

§ 500.558 Account* of blocked partner- 
skip*. 

Specific licenses are issued unblocking 
partnerships established under the laws 
of China, North Korea, North Viet-Nam, 
Cambodia, or South Viet-Nam, as 
follows: 
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<a> Where all of the general partners 
and limited partners, if any, have emi¬ 
grated from China, North Korea, North 
Viet-Nam, Cambodia, or South Viet-Nam 
and have established residence in the 
United States or in a country in the au¬ 
thorized trade territory, specific licenses 
are issued unblocking the assets of the 
partnership after deducting the total 
debt due creditors wherever located. 

(b) Where one or more partners, 
whether general or limited, is in China. 
North Korea, North Viet-Nam. Cam¬ 
bodia, or South Viet-Nam (or elsewhere 
but still blocked), specific licenses are 
issued unblocking only the net pro rata 
shares of those partners who are resi¬ 
dent in the United States or in a country 
in the authorized trade territory after 
deducting the total debt due creditors 
wherever located. 

• • • • • 

24. Section 500.559 is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 50?.559 Account*, of Chinese, North 
Korean, North Vietnamese, Cambo¬ 
dian or South Vietnamese *o!e pro¬ 
prietorships* 

Specific licenses are issued unblocking 
sole proprietorships established under 
the law's of China, North Korea. North 
Viet-Nam. Cambodia, or South Viet- 
Nam if the proprietor has emigrated 
from those countries and established 
residence in the United States or a 
country in the authorized trade terri¬ 
tory. Such licenses do not unblock any 
indebtedness of the proprietorship due 
to persons in North Korea, North Viet- 
Nam, Cambodia, or South Viet-Nam or 
to persons in China if the indebtedness 
existed prior to May 7,1971. 

25. Section 500.560 is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 500.560 Bank account* of official rep¬ 
resentative* of foreign government* 
in North Korea, North Viet-Nam, 
Cambodia, or .South Viet-Nam. 

Specific licenses are issued authorizing 
payments from accounts of official rep¬ 
resentatives of foreign governments Jn 
North Korea. North Viet-Nam, Cam¬ 
bodia, or South Viet-Nam for transac¬ 
tions which are not inconsistent with 
the purposes of any of the regulations 
in this chapter. 

26. Section 500.562 is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 500.562 New* material from North 
Korea, North Viet-Nam. ('.amhodiu. 
or South Viet-Nam. 

(a) Imports by newsgathering agen¬ 
cies. Specific licenses are issued for the 
purchase and importation of North Ko¬ 
rean. North Vietnamese, Cambodian, or 
South Vietnamese origin newspapers, 
magazines, photographs, films, tapes, 
and other news material or copies thereof 
by new r sgathering agencies in the United 
States without restriction as to method 
of payment provided such materials are 
imported for domestic news publication 
or news broadcast dissemination. 

(b) News material acquired in North 
Korea, North Viet-Nam , Cambodia, or 
South Viet-Nam by journalists and news 
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correspondents. (1) Specific licenses are 
issued to journalists and news corre¬ 
spondents holding U.S. passports vali¬ 
dated for travel to North Korea, North 
Viet-Nam, Cambodia, or South Viet-Nam 
authorizing (1) payment of expenses for 
travel to and from, and maintenance 
within. North Korea. North Viet-Nam, 
Cambodia, or South Viet-Nam for the 
purposes of gathering and transmitting 
news to tlic United States; and <ii» the 
acquisition in North Korea. North Viet- 
Nam, Cambodia, or South Viet-Nam for 
transmission to and importation into the 
United States of newspapers, magazines, 
photographs, films, tapes, and other 
news material, or copies thereof, neces¬ 
sary for the journalistic assignments. 

(2) A condition of any such license as 
it applies to an importation is that a 
validated United States passport for 
travel to North Korea. North Viet-Nam, 
Cambodia, or South Viet-Nam must be 
presented to Customs at the time of im¬ 
portation. 

27. Section 500.8C9 is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 500.809 Rule* governing n\»ilahility 
of information. 

(a) The records of the Office of For¬ 
eign Assets Control required by 5 U.S.C. 
552, as amended, to be made available to 
the public shall be made available in ac¬ 
cordance with the definitions, proce¬ 
dures, requirements for payment of fees, 
and other provisions of the Regulations 
on the Disclosure of Records of the Office 
of the Secretary issued under 5 U.S.C. 
552, as amended, and published as Part I 
of this Title 31 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, as amended. 

<b> The records of the Office of For¬ 
eign Assets Control required by 5 U.S.C. 
552a to be^ made available to an indi¬ 
vidual shall be made available in ac¬ 
cordance with the definitions, proce¬ 
dures, requirements for payment of fees, 
and other provisions of the Regulations 
on Disclosure of Records of the Office of 
the Secretary issued under 5 U.S.C. 552a 
and published as Part I of this Title 31 
of the Code of Federal Regulations. 

<c) Form TFAC-1 and any other form 
used in connection with the Foreign As¬ 
sets Control Regulations may be obtained 
in person from or by writing to the Office 
of Foreign Assets Control, Treasury De¬ 
partment. Washington, D.C. 20220. or 
the Foreign Assets Control Division, Fed¬ 
eral Reserve Bank of New York, 33 Lib¬ 
erty Street. New York, New York 10045. 

(60 UjS.C. App. 6(b); Executive Order 9193, 
3 CFR 1943 Cum. Supp.; Treasury Depart¬ 
ment Order No. 128, 32 FR 3472.) 

Effective date. These amendments take 
effect on April 20. 1976. 

(seal! Stanley L. Sommerfield, 

Acting Director , 
Office of Foreign Assets Control. 

David R. Macdonald. 

Assistant Secretary ( Enforce¬ 
ment, Operations and Tariff 
Affairs ). 

|FR Doc.76-11339 Filed 4-19-78:8:46 am] 


PART 5C5— TRANSACTION CONTROL 

REGULATIONS 

Miscellaneous Technical Amendments 

Sections 505.10 and 595.31 arc being 
amended by the addition of Cambodia 
and South Viet-Nam to the countries 
specified in those sections. The changes 
are made necessary by the inclusion in 
the Schedule of § 500.20Wd) of those 
countries. 

Section 505.10 is also being amended by 
changing the reference to “China (com¬ 
munist controlled)” and “Germany (only 
those areas under the control of admin¬ 
istration of the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics or Poland) “ to “People's Re¬ 
public of China” and “German Demo¬ 
cratic Republic and East Berlin." 

Section 505.10 is being further amended 
by changing the citations therein to re¬ 
flect current citations. 

As the material contained herein in¬ 
volves only technical amendments to 
published rules and as those published 
rules involve a foreign affairs function, 
the provisions of the Administrative Pro¬ 
cedure Act (5 U.S.C. 553) requiring no¬ 
tice of proposed rule making, opportu¬ 
nity for public participation and delay 
in effective date are inapplicable. 

31 CFR Part 505 is amended as fol¬ 
lows: 

1. Sec tion 505.10 is amended by revis¬ 
ing (b) and the schedule to that section 
to read as follows: 

§ 503.10 Prohibition*. 

• * • • • 

(b> The merchandise is included in 
the Commodity Control List of the Unit - 
ed States Department of Commerce <15 
CFR Part 399) and identified by the 
code letter “A” following the Export 
Control Commodity Number, or of a type 
the unauthorized exportation of which 
from the United States is prohibited by 
regulations issued under Section 414 ol 
the Mutual Security Act of 1954 <68 Stat 
848, 22 U.S.C. 1934) relating to arms, 
ammunition, and implements of war or 
under sections 53(a), 62, 82(c), 103 and 
104 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, a* 
amended (68 Stat. 930, 932, 935, 936, and 
937; 42 U.S.C. 2073(a), 2092, 2112(C), 
2133, 2134), relating to atomic energy 
facilities or materials for use for non- 
military purposes. 

Schedule 

Albania 

Bulgaria 

Cambodia 

Czechoslovakia 

Estonia 

German Democratic Republic 

East Berlin 

Hungary 

Latvia 

Lithuania 

North Korea 

Outer Mongolia 

People’s Republic of China 

Romania 

South Viet-Nam 

Tibet 

U.8.SR. 

North Viet-Nam 

2. Section 505.31 is amended by revis¬ 
ing paragraph (a) (1) to read as follows: 
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§ 505.31 General license for offshore 
transactions from certain countries. 

(a) • * • 

(1) Shipment is to a country listed in 
the schedule of § 505.10, other than 
North Korea. North Viet-Nam, Cam¬ 
bodia, or South Viet-Nam. 


(5 0 U.8 .C. App. 5(b); Executive Order 9193, 
3 CFR 1943 Cum. Supp.; Treasury Depart¬ 
ment Order No. 128. 32 FR 3472.) 


Effective date. These amendments take 
effect on April 20, 1976. 

Stanley L. Sommerfield, 

Acting Director ; 
Office o/ Foreign Assets Control. 

Approved: 

David R. Macdonald, 

Assistant Secretary iEnforcement , 
Operations and Tariff Affairs ). 
(FR Doc.76-11338 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 amj 
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proposed rules 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of 
these notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rule making prior to the adoption of the final rules. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation 
Service 

[ 7 CFR Part 724 ] 
CIGAR-BINDER TOBACCO 

Termination of Marketing Quotas on Cigar- 

Binder (Types 51 and 52) Tobacco for 

the 1976-77 Marketing Year 

Pursuant to and in accordance with 
Section 371(a) of the Agricultural Ad¬ 
justment Act of 1938. as amended (re¬ 
ferred to hereinafter as the “Act”), an 
investigation is being made to determine 
whether the operation of farm marketing 
quotas in effect on cigar-binder (types 
51 and 52) tobacco for the 1976-77 mar¬ 
keting year will cause the amount of 
such kind of tobacco which will be free 
of marketing restrictions to be less than 
the normal supply for such kind of to¬ 
bacco for such marketing year. 

If upon the basis of such investigation 
the Secretary finds the existence of such 
fact, he will proclaim the same and spec¬ 
ify such increase in, or termination of, 
existing quotas as he finds, on the basis 
of such investigation, is necessary to 
make the amount of such kind of to¬ 
bacco which will be free of marketing 
restrictions for the 1976-77 marketing 
year equal to the normal supply. 

Marketing quotas were proclaimed for 
cigar-binder (types 51 and 52) tobacco 
for the 1975-76, 1976-77 and 1977-78 
marketing years (40 F.R. 5135. 7619). 
Farmers approved marketing quotas for 
suah 3 marketing years (40 F.R. 14737), 
and marketing quotas for the 1975-76 
marketing year were later terminated 
(40 F.R. 25199).* 

Under present legislation the termina¬ 
tion of marketing quotas for any mar¬ 
keting year would be limited in appli¬ 
cation and effect to that year only. 

Under Section 101 and 106 of the 
Agricultural Act of 1949, as amended, 
price support will be made available on 
the 1976 crop of cigar-binder (types 51 
and 52) tobacco even if marketing 
quotas are terminated because produ¬ 
cers did not disapprove marketing quo¬ 
tas for such tobacco. 

Data shows that total disappearance 
(domestic use plus exports) of cigar- 
binder (types 51 and 52) tobaco has 
decreased from 26 million pounds dur¬ 
ing the 1955-56 marketing year, prior to 
the advent of reconstituted binder 
sheet, to 3.4 million pounds during the 
1974-75 marketing year. Disappearance 
is expected to decline to 2.8 million 
pounds during the 1975-76 marketing 
year. This has necessitated drastic ad¬ 
justments in production. Producers used 
the Soil Bank and the Cropland Adjust¬ 
ment Programs extensively in making 


these adjustments. In addition, the al¬ 
lotted acreage has been reduced from 
16,643 acres in the 1955-56 marketing 
year to about 4,790 acres in 1976. 

Total disappearance (domestic use 
plus exports) has exceeded production 
in 17 of the 20 years from 1955 to 1974. 
This has caused stocks of this kind of 
tobacco to decline from 62.2 million 
pounds on October 1, 1955 to 6.1 million 
pounds at the beginning of the current 
marketing year (October 1, 1975). 

With production during the 1975-76 
year estimated at 2.2 million pounds, the 
total supply of cigar-binder tobacco is 
8.3 million pounds. Normal supply as de¬ 
termined under the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 301 of the Act for the 1976-77 mar¬ 
keting year for cigar-binder is 11.6 mil¬ 
lion pounds. Thus, the total supply of 
cigar-binder is below normal. 

Quotas for cigar-binder have been an¬ 
nually terminated since the 1970 mar¬ 
keting year began. 

Section 371 (a) of the Act provides 
that in the course of the investigation 
conducted by the Secretary, due notice 
and opportunity for hearing shall be 
given to interested persons. Considera¬ 
tion will be given to data, views, and 
recommendations pertaining to the de¬ 
terminations and actions described in 
this notice which are submitted in writ¬ 
ing to the Director, Tobacco and Peanut 
Division, Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250. 
Also, requests for a hearing will be 
granted if submitted to the Director by 
May 5, 1976. All submissions made pur¬ 
suant to this notice will be made avail¬ 
able for public inspection from 8:15 a.m. 
to 4:45 p.m. Monday through Friday, in 
Room 3744, South Building, 14th and 
Independence Avenue, S.W., Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. All submissions must, in order 
to be sure of consideration, be post¬ 
marked not later than May 5, 1976. 

Signed at Washington, D.C. on April 
14, 1976. 

Kenneth E. Frick, 

Administrator, Agricultural Stabi¬ 
lization and Conservation Service. 

fFR Doc.76-11228 Filed 4-19-78;8:45 amj 


Forest Service 
[ 36 CFR Part 221 ] 

TIMBER 

Timber Export and Substitution 
Restrictions 

Notice is hereby given that the Forest 
Service is seeking comments on: (a) 
whether or not to change the definition 
of unprocessed timber as defined in 36 
CFR 221.25c and, (b) whether or not to 


change the procedure for determining if 
a species or class of material is surplus 
to domestic needs. 

A. Changes in the definition of un¬ 
processed timber as defined in 36 CFR 
221.25c. Under the provisions of this reg¬ 
ulation. unprocessed tim’ er may not be 
exported from National Forest lands 
west of the ICOth meridian, nor may 
National Forest timber be substituted 
for any exported unprocessed timber. 

In House Report 94-374, the Commit¬ 
tee on Appropriations requested the For¬ 
est Service to reexamine the present 
manufacturing regulations and consider 
alternatives. Comments are being so¬ 
licited to determine if a change should be 
made. If there is sufficient interest in 
revising the definition of unprocessed 
timber, a public hearing will be held to 
make a final determination on whether 
a change is needed, and if so, what alter¬ 
native ru*es should be established. 

To facilitate the determination of 
whether to make a change, several alter¬ 
natives to the current regulation have 
been developed. The presentation of 
these specific alternatives does not pre¬ 
clude the development of new ideas 
which may later be added to this list. 

The following excerpt from 36 CFR 
221.25, whi?h is the current definition 
for unprocessed timber, is presented as a 
base against which new alternatives may 
be compared. 

(c) As used in this section, the term 
“unprocessed timber” shall mean any 
logs of species, quantities or grades which 
have not been found surplus to domestic 
needs and having a net s^a’e content not 
less than 33% percent of the gross vol¬ 
ume in material meeting the peeler or 
sawmill grade requirements published in 
the July 1, 1972, official Log Scaling and 
Grading Rules used by West Coast Log 
Scaling and Grading Bureaus; cants to 
be subsequently remanufactured exceed¬ 
ing 8% inches in thickness; cants of any 
thickness reassembled into logs; and split 
or round bolts, or other roundwood not 
processed to standards and specifications 
suitable for end-product use. Unproc¬ 
essed timber shall not mean pulp (util¬ 
ity) grade logs and Douglas-fir special 
cull logs or timber processed into the 
following: 

(1) Lumber and construction timber, 
regardless of size, sawn on four sides; 

(2) Chips, pulp and pulp products (ex¬ 
cept that, in Alaska, chips from logging 
and milling wastes only shall be consid¬ 
ered to be processed); 

(3) Green veneer and plywood; 

(4) Poles and piling cut or treated for 
use as such; 

(5) Cants cut for remanufacture, 8% 
inches in thickness or less. 

The alternatives offered are: 
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1. Substitute “Export R" for items 1 
and 5 in the current regulation. “Export 
R" refers to Grading Rules for Douglas 
Fir . Pacific Coast Hemlock . Sitka Spruce , 
and Western Red Cedar Lumber for Ex¬ 
port Shipment , edition of 1951 (revised 
1971), adopted by: West Coast Lumber¬ 
men’s Association; ai)d, British Columbia 
Lumber Manufacturers Association. The 
rules are printed and copyrighted by the 
Pacific Lumber Inspection Bureau of 
Seattle, Washington. 

In order for a timber product to be 
exported under this alternative, the 
product would be required to meet the 
minimum specifications for at least one 
Export R grade for that size and species. 
It would in effect eliminate the export 
of cants which have not been cut on all 
4 sides. However, since a limited amount 
of wane is permitted under Export R 
rules, complete squaring would not be 
required. 

2. Require that all material be com¬ 
pletely sawn on four sides for it to qualify 
for export. Under this alternative, no 
wane whatsoever would be permitted. 
Therefore, this alternative would be more 
restrictive than Export R and consider¬ 
ably more restrictive than the present 
Regulation. 

3. Permit cants sawm on both sides to 
be exported regardless of thickness. This 
alternative would be less restrictive than 
the current regulation. It reflects the 
least amount of primary manufacture 
which could logically be required. 

Under all the listed alternatives, the 
following materials will not be restricted: 
Cull logs (less than 33% percent sound), 
pulp grade logs, special cull logs, green 
veneer and plywood, chips, pulp and pulp 
products (except that, in Alaska, chips 
from logging and milling wastes only 
shall be exempt), and poles and piling 
cut or treated for use as such. 

Comments regarding either the cur¬ 
rent regulation or one of the alterna¬ 
tives should be submitted by (30 days 
after publication in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter) to the Chief. Forest Service, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, Washington. 
D.C. 20250. 

All written submissions made pursu¬ 
ant to this notice will be available for 
public inspection in the Division of 
Timber Management, South Agriculture 
Building, Room 3232, Washington. D.C. 
20250 during regular business hours (7 
CFR 1.27(b)). 

B. Change in procedure for determin¬ 
ing if a species or class of material is 
surplus to domestic needs. Secretary of 
Agriculture Regulation 36 CFR 221.25 
provides that a species or class of mate¬ 
rial be declared surplus to domestic needs 
subsequent to public hearings, but does 
not establish a means for determining 
when such hearings are to be held. Un¬ 
der current practice, public hearings 
are held in response to requests by in¬ 
dividuals or firms if it appears likely 
that a favorable determination of sur¬ 
plus could be made. Following one such 
recent request, the Forest Service pub¬ 
lished a notice in the Federal Register 
to determine if a favorable surplus de¬ 
termination was likely. 


To standardize the basis for determin¬ 
ing whether a public hearing should be 
held, the Forest Service proposes that 
one of two alternatives be adopted. The 
two proposals are as follows: 

1. Upon receiving a documented re¬ 
quest that a particular species or grade 
of timber is surplus to domestic needs, 
a request for comments will be pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register and in lo¬ 
cal newspapers in the affected area. 
Based upon the comments received, a 
decision will be made whether or not a 
public hearing to consider the level of 
local demand is warrant*^ ^he docu¬ 
mented request shouM include a full 
description of the circumstances which 
lead to the conclusion that a species is 
surplus. 

2. Sales of National Forest timber are 
the best evidence of local demand. If a 
significant number cf Noti-v-pi ^or^t 
timber sale offerings in export areas re¬ 
ceive no bid*, an an^h^is would be 
made to d^t pr m i '*e wtiinh rn-ct n s or 
species group was invo’ved. If it appeared 
that there was a surplus, public hearings 
would be scheduled in order to develop 
a record unon wbi^h the Secretary could 
make a determination. 

Comments regarding either of the 
above alternatives should be submitted 
on or before May 90. 1976 to the Chief, 
Forest Service, U.«. Department of 
Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250. 

A written icclon* np-r-ii-nt 

to this notlnn h* fryr niHi^ 

Jn°nrw-*Hr>n ir\ in of 

Management. South Agriculture Fund¬ 
ing. Room 3*>32. Wochineton. DC 
during regular business hours (7 CFR 
1 27^b)). 

(30 Stat. 34. 35 as amended 06 U.S.C. 476. 
651) Pub. L. 93-120, Oct. 4, 1973) 

Robert W. Long, 
Assistant Secretary. 

April 15. 1976. 

|FR Doc.76-11378 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 ami 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Bureau of Economic Analysis 
[ 15 CFR Part 805] 

SURVEY OF INTFRNA’PONAL LEASING 
TRANSACTIONS 

Notice of Cons’deratton and of Proposed 
Rulemaking 

The Bureau of Economic Analysis 
hereby proposes to undertake a pre¬ 
liminary Survey of International Leas¬ 
ing Transactions for the year of 1975. 
The preliminary survey is designed to 
measure the extent of international 
leasing transactions (excluding real 
estate) by direct investors, leasing com¬ 
panies, vessel owners, offshore drilling 
ahd service firms, banks other financial 
institutions, and other persons, and their 
effect on the U.S. balance of payments. 
It also will provide the information 
necessary to determine whether any 
leasing transactions are being covered 
in existing reporting systems, although 
not separately identified as such, and 
whether separate data series should be 


constructed and Included as a separate 
entry in the balance of payments 
accounts. 

It is therefore deemed desirable to pub¬ 
lish interim regulations which will con¬ 
tinue in effect while the survey is under¬ 
taken. If the results of the survey and 
public comment reflect a need to con¬ 
tinue gathering data in this area 
permanent regulations will be promul¬ 
gated and made a part of 15 CFR. 

The proposed survey will be taken 
under the authority of the Bretton 
Wood 3 Agreements Act (22 U.S.C. 2860 
and Executive Order 10033. The propos¬ 
al to undertake the preliminary survey 
was approved by the National Advisory 
Council on International Monetary and 
Financial Policies on February 24, 1976, 
and by the Office of Management and 
Budget on March 16, 1976. 

The following forms are proposed to 
be used in the survey: BE-580 (Leasing 
of Tangible Property to or from Foreign 
Affiliate in 1975), BE-G08 (Leasing of 
Tangible Property to or from Foreign 
Parent in 1975), BE-810 (Leasing of Re¬ 
usable Cargo Containers to or from For¬ 
eign Residents in 1975), BE-811 (Leas¬ 
ing of Tangible Property to or from 
Unaffiliated Foreigners in 1975. The 
survey will collect data on a country-by¬ 
country basis and will cover the book 
value of property being leased, the 
change in book value during 1975, and 
the size of lease payments. 

Interested persons have until May 20. 
1976 to submit written comments which 
will be considered before final regula¬ 
tions are implemented. Comments may 
address the substance of the proposed 
survey rules, the question of whether the 
preliminary survey should be taken, or 
both. Comments should be addressed to: 

Chief, Balance of Payments Division. Room 
407, Tower Building. 1401 K Street, N.W., 
Bureau of Economic Analysis. BE-58(L), 
Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Copies of the proposed survey forms 
are available on request from the above 
address. 

In consideration of the above, the Bu¬ 
reau of Economic Analysis proposes to 
amend 15 CFR by adding a new Part 805 
as follows: 

PART 805—SURVEY OF INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL LEASING TRANSACTIONS 

Interim Regulations 

Sec. 

805.1 Who must report. 

805.2 General definitions. 

805.3 Number of copies. 

805.4 Estimates. 

805.5 Filing date. 

805.6 Special filing procedures. 

805.7 Where to send reports. 

805.8 Confidentiality. 

805.9 Penalty for refusal to file. 

805.10 Information regarding preparation 

of reports. 

Authority: The provisions of this Part 805 
Issued under 22 U.S.C. 286f and Executive 
Order 10033. 

Interim Regulations 
§ 805.1 \\ lu> must report. 

(a) United States person who en¬ 
gaged in leasing transactions with its 
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foreign affiliates. One Form BE-580 
(Leasing of Tangible Property to or from 
Foreign Affiliate in 1975) must be filed 
by a U.S. person for each foreign affili¬ 
ate for which it filed a Form BE-577, BE- 
577A, BE-578, BE-578B, or BE-578I in 
1975, and with which affiliate it engaged 
in lease transactions. Foreign affiliates 
should be consolidated as reported on 
Form BE-577, BE-578. BE-578B, or BE- 
5781 for 1975. Form BE-811 should be 
used to report lease transactions with 
unaffiliated foreigners. 

<b) United States person who engaged 
in leasing transactions with its foreign 
parent or a foreign affiliate of its for¬ 
eign parent. One Form BE-608 (Leasing 
of Tangible Property to or from Foreign 
Parent in 1975) must be filed by a U.S. 
person for each foreign parent or for¬ 
eign affiliate of a foreign parent for 
which the U.S. person filed a Form BE- 
605. BE-606. BE-606B. or BE-606I in 
1975, and with which the U.S. person 
had leasing transactions. The same con¬ 
solidation of U.S. business enterprises 
should be used on this form as used on 
the corresponding BE-605, BE-606, BE- 
606B, or BE-606I for 1975. Form BE- 
811 should be used to report lease trans¬ 
actions with unafflliated foreigners. 

(c) United States person, not a car¬ 
rier, who leases or who manufactures 
and sells reusable cargo containers to 
foreigners. The above must file a report 
on Form BE-810 (Leasing of Reusable 
Cargo Containers to or from Foreign 
Residents in 1975). A U.S. person other¬ 
wise required to report is exempt from 
filing a report on Form BE-810 if the 
sum of both lease receipts and pay¬ 
ments for the reporting period is less 
than $50,000. United States carriers leas¬ 
ing reusable cargo containers to for¬ 
eigners should report on BE-30 (Ocean 
Freight Revenue and Expenses—United 
States Carriers) or BE-37 (American 
Airline Operators Foreign Revenues and 
Expenses). 

(d) United States person who en¬ 
gaged in leasing transactions with un¬ 
affiliated foreigners . The above must file 
a report on Form BE-811 (Leasing of 
Tangible Property to or from Unaffili- 
ated Foreigners in 1975). One Form BE- 
811 is to be filed for each country with 
which the U.S. person conducts leasing 
transactions. A consolidated report may 
be filed covering all transactions with 
more than one unaffiliated foreigner 
within a country. Reporters filing Form 
BE-580 (Leasing of Tangible Property 
to or from Foreign Affiliates in 1975) or 
BE-608 (Leasing of Tangible Property 
to or from Foreign Parent in 1975) 
should also file Form BE-811 if they 
conduct leasing activities with both affil¬ 
iated and unaffiliated foreigners. A 
United States person otherwise required 
to report is exempt from filing Form BE- 
811 if the aggregated original cost of 
tangible property leased to or from un¬ 
affiliated foreigners is less than $250,000. 


§ 805.2 General definition*. 

For the purpose of these reports, the 
following definitions are prescribed: 

(a) United States. United States shall 
mean the 50 states, the District of Co¬ 
lumbia. the Commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico, and any territory or possession of 
tho United States. 

(b) Foreign. Foreign shall mean that 
which is situated outside the United 
States: belonging to, characteristic of, 
or under the jurisdiction of a country 
or political entity other than the United 
States. 

(c) U.S. Person. A U.S. person shall 
mean an individual, a government, a 
corporation, a branch, a partnership, an 
associated group, a joint stock com¬ 
pany, a tru?t, an estate, or other entity 
under the jurisdiction of the United 
States and residing in the United States, 
including its territories and possessions. 

(d) Associated Group . An associated 
group shall mean two or more U.S. per¬ 
sons who, by the appearance of their 
actions, by agreement, or by under¬ 
standing, exercise their voting privileges 
in a concerted manner to influence the 
management of a foreign business enter¬ 
prise. The following are deemed to be 
associated groups: 

(1) Members of the same family. 

(2) A business enterprise and one or 
more of its officers or directors. 

(3) Members of a syndicate or joint 
venture. 

(4) A corporation and its domestic 
subsidiaries. 

(e) Reporter. A U.S, reporter shall 
mean a U.S. person from whom a report 
is required. If the enterprise is not identi¬ 
fiable by name, the report may be filed on 
behalf of the U.S. reporter by an agent or 
representative of the foreign beneficial 
owner or by such owner directly. 

(f) Foreign Person. Foreign person 
shall mean any person, including U.S. 
persons, residing outside the United 
States. A person shall include an indi¬ 
vidual, partnership, association, corpora¬ 
tion, estate, trust, or other entity created 
or organized under the laws of a foreign 
country. 

(g) Foreign Parent. A foreign parent 
shall mean any foreign person directly 
and/or indirectly owning 10 percent or 
more of the voting securities of a U.S. 
corporation or of other ownership 
equities in other types of U.S. organiza¬ 
tions. In some cases there may be more 
than one parent. (If the amounts being 
reported are for transactions or accounts 
of the U.S. reporter with a person who is 
not the equity owner but who is acting 
for the equity owner—for example, with 
the home office of a bank or an insurance 
company which Itself is not the equity 
owner—that person shall be considered 
the foreign parent for purposes of the 
report.) 

(h) Foreign Affiliate. A foreign affiliate 
shall mean any incorporated foreign 
business enterprise in which a U.S. per¬ 
son owns, directly and/or indirectly, 10 
percent or more of the voting securities, 
or any unincorporated foreign business 


enterprise in which the U.S. person owns, 
directly and/or indirectly, an equivalent 
interest. 

(i) Affiliated Foreigner. An affiliated 
foreigner shall mean either a foreign 
affiliate of a U.S. person or a foreign 
parent (including foreign affiliates of the 
foreign parent) of a U.S. person: 

(j) Unaffiliated Foreigner. An unaffil¬ 
iated foreigner shall mean any foreigner 
who is neither a foreign affiliate of a 
U.S. person nor a foreign parent (includ¬ 
ing foreign affiliates of the foreign 
parent) of a UJ3. person. 

(k) Carrier. Carrier shall mean the 
owner of a vessel or the operator of a 
chartered or subchartered vessel, who 
enters into and carries out any form of 
transportation contract with the 
shippers of merchandise. 

(l) Lease. Lease shall mean a con¬ 
tract by which one person gives another 
person the use and possession of tangible 
property (other than real estate) for a 
specified time in return for agreed-upon 
payments. 

(1) Financial Lease shall mean a long¬ 
term lease under which a sale of the 
property is recognized at the inception 
of the lease (these may be shown as lease 
contracts or accounts receivable on the 
lessor's books). Total lease payments 
made pursuant to the lease agreement 
consist of payments of principal (return 
of capital), which relate to the value of 
the leased tangible property, and 
interest. 

(2) Operational Lease generally shall 
mean a lease with a term which is less 
than the useful life of the property. Total 
lease payments pursuant to the lease 
agreement may be viewed as consisting 
of depreciation (return of capital) of the 
leased tangible property and net rent. 

Note: In determining whether a lease is 
financial or operational, reporters should 
use the same criteria applied in recording 
the lease on their books. 

<m) Net Book Value. Net Book Value 
shall mean, under an operational lease, 
the original cost less the accumulated 
depreciation of the leased tangible 
property, or, under a financial lease, the 
amount of principal payments remain¬ 
ing due at any given time for the leased 
tangible property under the lease con¬ 
tract. 

§ 805.3 Number of copies. 

A single original copy of each form 
shall be filed with the Bureau of Eco¬ 
nomic Analysis. 

§ 805.4 Estimate*. 

Every question on a form which a re¬ 
porter is required to file must be an¬ 
swered. If the information is not avail¬ 
able as specified on the form, a reason¬ 
able estimate should be entered and 
labeled as such. If there is no basis for 
such an estimate, state, “unknown” with 
an appropriate explanation. 

§ 805.5 Filing date. 

Forms shall be filed on or before 
July 31, 1976, or no later than 60 days 
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after publication of final regulations in 
the Federal Register, whichever date 
is later. 

§ 805.6 Special filing procedures. 

When data specified on a report form 
are not available to the reporter, or 
when consolidation beyond that specif¬ 
ically provided for above would re¬ 
duce reporting burden without loss of 
significant information, the reporter 
may apply to the Balance of Payments 
Division BE-58(L), Bureau of Eco¬ 
nomic Analysis, Department of Com¬ 
merce, Washington, D.C. 20230. for 
consideration of the specific problem. 

§ 805.7 Where to send reports. 

All reports shall be sent to the 
Bureau of Economic Analysis. U S. De¬ 
partment of Commerce. Washington, 
D.C. 20230. Forms BE-580 and BE-608 
should be marked to the attention of 
BE-50(L> and forms BE-810 and BE- 
811 to the attention of BE-58(L). 

§ 805.8 Confidentiality. 

(a) All rerorts will be h^ll in confi¬ 
dence under the provisions of the Bretton 
Woods Agreements Act <22 U.S.C. 286f>. 

(b) The public’s attention is invited to 
22 U.S.C. 286ffc) which provides for a 
fine and/or imprisonment for the un¬ 
lawful disclosure by an officer or em¬ 
ployee of the Government of any in¬ 
formation obtained under the Bretton 
Woods Agreements Act. 

§ 805.9 Penalty for refusal to file. 

The public’s attention is invited to 22 
U.S.C. 286ffb> which provides subpoena 
power to the Government to compel the 
production of data and enforcement of 
that power through contempt proceed¬ 
ings in the District Court. 

§ 805.10 Information regarding prepa¬ 
ration of report*. 

Anyone desiring information concern¬ 
ing these reports, or copies of forms, may 
apply directly to the Bureau of Economic 
Analysis BE-58(L) U.S. Department of 
Commerce. Washington, D.C. 20230. 
Each reporting form contains the spe¬ 
cific instructions needed for completion. 

Dated: April 12, 1976. 

George Jaszi, 
Director, Bureau of 
Economic Analysis. 

[FR Doc.76-11260 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
Social Security Administration 
[ 20 CFR Part 401 ] 

(Reg. No. 1. further amended] 

DISCLOSURE OF OFFICIAL RECORDS 
AND INFORMATION 

Disclosure to the Parent Locator Service To 
Locate Absent Parents 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 
553). that the amendments set forth in 
tentative form below are proposed by the 
Commissioner of Social Security with the 


approval of the Secretary of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare. 

Section 453 of the Social Security Act 
<42 U.S.C. 653). as added by PI. 93-647, 
provides for establishment of a Parent 
Locator Service < hereinafter referred to 
as the PLS) within the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare to obtain 
and transmit to authorized persons in¬ 
formation as to the whereabouts of ab¬ 
sent parents when such information is 
to be used to locate such parents for the 
purpose of enforcing their obligation to 
provide child support and maintenance. 

Section 453(b) of the Act specifies 
that, upon appropriate request, the Sec¬ 
retary shall, notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, provide information 
through the Parent Locator Service to 
authorized persons as to the most recent 
address and place of employment of an 
absent parent. Section 453(b) (2) specifi¬ 
cally requires the Secretary to furnish 
such information if it is not in the Sec¬ 
retary’s or the Department’s files but can 
be obtained by the Secretary for the PLS, 
under authority of section 453(e) . "from 
any other department, agency, or instru¬ 
mentality, of the United States or of any 
State." Section 453(e), in turn, expressly 
directs that the Secretary "shall 
promptly undertake to provide the infor¬ 
mation reouested from the files and rec¬ 
ords maintained by any of the depart¬ 
ments, agencies, or instrumentalities of 
the United States or of any State." Under 
section 453(e) (2) , the Federal units must 
promptly cause a search to be made of 
th«ir files and records to determine 
whether the reouested information is 
therein contained. 

In many instances, the key to access 
to the files and records of Federal and 
States agencies is the Social Security 
Number (PSN). Without the SSN. the 
PLS. and the Federal and State agencies 
from which it seeks information, would 
be significantly hampered in carrying 
out their functions, contrary to the in¬ 
tent of Congress. See Sen. Rep. No 93- 
1356, 93rd Cong., 2d Sess. pps. 48-49 
(1974). Accordingly, the proposed regu¬ 
lation provides for furnishing to the 
PLS the mo~t recent address, place of 
employment, and social security number 
of any absent parent. 

Section 1106'a) of the Social Security 
Act prohibits disclosure of Information 
from social security files except as the 
Secretary may by regulations prescribe 
and except as provided in Part D of Title 
IV of this [the Social Security! Act." 
(which includes section 453>. Thus, the 
Congress has treated disclosure for pur¬ 
poses of title TV-D differently from all 
other disclosures of social security in¬ 
formation. Disclosure as provided in title 
IV-D, described above, is specifically ex¬ 
cepted from the broad prohibition of 
disclosure under section 1106(a) and 
from the limitations on disclosure ordin¬ 
arily applicable in the Secretary’s pre¬ 
scription of regulaitons under that 
authority. 

Information in social security records 
about the absent parent other than the 
most recent address, place of employ¬ 
ment and SSN will not be furnished to 


the PLS. Also, no other disclosures will 
be made of information about an absent 
parent or of any other individual unless 
otherwise authorized by this regulation 
or specificially required by Federal law. 

The disclosure to the PLS of the most 
recent address, place of employment and 
SSN is consistent with the Privacy Act of 
1974, 5 U.S.C. 552a. That Act. in 5 U.S.C. 
552a(b)(l), specifically authorizes dis¬ 
closure, without the consent of the sub¬ 
ject individual, of information main¬ 
tained in a system of records, to officers 
and employees of the same agency there, 
HEW of which the PLS is a component) 
who have a need for the information in 
the performance of their official duties. 
No additional publication of such dis¬ 
closure under the authority of this pro¬ 
vision is required by the Privacy Act. 
PLS employees would have a need for 
the most recent address, place of em¬ 
ployment and SSN of absent parents in 
carrying out their offiicial duties. 

Accordingly, Regulation No. 1 is being 
amendel to authorize disclosure to the 
PLS. upon request, of the most recent 
addre s, place of employment, and social 
security number of any absent parent. 

Further, certain technical changes 
have been made in § 401.3(g)(1) with 
respect to statutory references. Also, 
?§ 401.3(g) (3) and (4) and 401.3(s) will 
be revoked because they are superseded 
by the proposed § 401.3 (y). 

Prior to final adoption of the proposed 
regulations, consideration will be given 
to any data, views, or arguments per¬ 
taining thereto which are submitted in 
writing in triplicate to the Commissioner 
of Social Security, Department of 
Health. Education, and Welfare, P.O. 
Box 1585. Baltimore, Maryland 21203, on 
or before May 30.1976. 

Cories of all commentsr eceived in re¬ 
sponse to this notice will be available 
for public inspection during regular 
business hours at the Washington In¬ 
quiries Section, Office of Information, 
Social Security Administration, Depart¬ 
ment of Health. Fducation. and Welfare. 
Nortli Building. Room 4146, 330 Inde¬ 
pendence Avenue, SW., Washington. 
D.C. 20201. 

The proposed amendments are to be 
issued under the authority contained in 
sections 205, 453, 1102. and 1106 of the 
Social Security Act. 53 Stat. 1368, as 
amended, 88 Stat. 2353, 49 Stat. 647, as 
amended. 53 Stat. 1398. as amended, 42 
U.S.C. 405, 653, 1302, and 1306. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Programs No. 13.800-13.807. Social Security 
Programs.) 

Dated: April 7,1976. 

J. B. Cardwell, 

Commissioner of Social Security . 

Approved: April 14, 1976. 

David Mathews. 

Secretary of Health, Education, 
and Welfare . 

Part 401 of Chapter m of Titl^20 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations is 
amended as set forth below. 

1. Section 401.3 is amended by revising 
paragraph (g)(1). by revoking and re¬ 
serving paragraphs (g)(3), (g)(4) and 
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<s). and by adding a new paragraph <y> 
to read as follows: 

§ 401.3 Information which may he dis¬ 
closed and to whom. 

Disclosure of information relating to 
individuals is hereby authorized in the 
following cases and for the following 
purposes: 

» • ■ • • 

<g)(l) To any officer or employee of 
an agency of a State Government law¬ 
fully charged with the administration of 
(i) a program receiving grants-in-aid 
under titles IV-A, V. and XIX (and, in 
the case of Puerto Rico, Guam, and the 
Virgin Islands, under titles I, X, XIV, and 
XVI> of the Social Security Act, or <ii) 
an optional supplementation program, 
cognizable under title XVI. information 
regarding benefits paid to an individual 
or his entitlement to benefits under title 
II or XVI of the Social Security Act, or 
information with respect to entitlement 
of an individual or benefits provided him 
under title XVIII of such Act, and, if it 
has been determined, the date of birth of 
a recipient or applicant, and also w hether 
a period of disability has been established 
for such recipient or applicant, the begin¬ 
ning and ending date of such period, and 
the date determined to be the date of 
onset of such disability, where such in¬ 
formation is necessary to enable the 
agency to determine the eligibility of or 
the amount of benefits or services due 
such recipient or applicant. Medical in¬ 
formation relating to an individual and 
obtained in the administration of title 
n or XVI may be furnished for such a 
purpose to such on officer or employees 
only upon consent of such individual or 
his duly authorized representative and of 
the source of such information or, if 
such source is not available, a physician 
in the employ of the Department. Medi¬ 
cal information relating to an individual 
and obtained in the administration of 
title XVm may be furnished if the source 
of such information does not object to 
the disclosure and the individual or his 
duly authorized representative consents 
to such disclovsure. 

(2) * * • 

(3) [Reserved! 

(4) [Reserved] 

• « • • • 

<s) [Reserved! 

• * + * • 

(y) To the Parent Locator Service es¬ 
tablished pursuant to section 453 of title 
IV of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
653), the most recent address, place of 
employment, and social security number 
of any absent parent, for purposes of lo¬ 
cating such parent for enforcing child 
support obligations against such parent 
in accordance with Part D of title IV* 
provided payment of cost incurred in 
providing such information is made as 
required by section 1106(b) of the Social 
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1306(b)). 

2. Section 401.6 is amended by adding 
a new paragraph (h> to read as follows: 


§ 101.6 Payment for information in spe¬ 
cific cases. 

• » * • « 

(h) Notwithstanding any other provi¬ 
sions of this section when the request is 
received through the Parent Locator 
Service payment of cast incurred shall be 
made as required by section 1106(b) of 
the Social Security Act (see § 401.3 (y) >. 

[FR Doc.76-11321 Piled 4-19-76:8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Federal insurance Administration 
[24CFR Part 1917] 

[Docket No. Fl-1070| 

CITY OF DANBURY, CONNECTICUT 
P. opose J Flood Elevation Determination 

The Federal Insurance Administra¬ 
tor, in accordance with Section 110 of 
the Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(P.L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added 
Section 1363 tc the National Food In¬ 
surance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968. P.L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, 
and 24 CFR Part 1917 (Section 1917.4 
(a)), hereby gives notice of his proposed 
determinations of flood elevations for 
the City of Danbury. Connecticut. 


Souni ul flooding Location 


[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ] 

[Docket No. FI-10691 

CITY OF LEWES, DELAWARE 
Proposed Flood Elevation Determination 

The Federal Insurance Administrator, 
In accordance with Section 110 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(P.L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added 
Section 1363 to the National Flood In¬ 
surance Act of 1968 (Title xm of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 


Under these Acts, the Administrator, 
to whom the Secretary has delegated the 
statutory authority, must develop cri¬ 
teria for flood plain management in 
identified flood hazard areas. In order 
to participate in the National Flood In¬ 
surance Program, the City of Danbury 
must adopt flood plain management 
measures that are consistent with the 
flood elevations determined by the 
Secretary. 

Proposed flood elevations (100-year 
flood) are listed below for selected loca¬ 
tion*. Maps and other information show¬ 
ing the detailed outlines of the flood- 
prone areas and the proposed flood ele¬ 
vation* are available for review at City 
Hall, 155 Deer Hill Avenue. Danbury. 
Connecticut 06810. 

Any person having knowledge, infor¬ 
mation. or wishing to make a comment 
on these determinations should immedi¬ 
ately notify Mayor Charles A. Ducibella. 
City Hall, 155 Deer Hill Avenue, Danbury. 
Connecticut 06810. The period for com¬ 
ment will be ninety days following the 
second publication of this notice in f» 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community or ninety days 
from the publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register, whichever is the late! 

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva¬ 
tions are: 

KIrvalkm Width from shoreline or hunk u! 
in feet furcam (facing <lowu.\li.*ini) 0> 
above mean 100-yr flood boundary (foel) 


1968 P.L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128 
and 24 CFR Part 1917 (Section 1917.4 
(a)), hereby gives notice of his proposed 
determinations of flood elevations for 
the City of Lewes, Delaware. 

Under these Acts, the Administrator, 
to whom the Secretary has delegated the 
statutory authority, must develop cri¬ 
teria for flood plain management in 
identified flood hazard areas. In order to 
participate in the National Flood In¬ 
surance Program, the City of Lewes must 
adopt flood plain management measures 


SUn Rfver. 
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(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title xm of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (S3 F.R. 17804, November 28. 1968). as amended; 42 U.S.C 
4001—4128; and Secretary's delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator, 34 
FJEt. 2680, February 27, 1969. as amended by 39 P.R. 2787. January 24, 1974.) 


Issued: April 5,1976. 


J. Robert Hunter, 

Acting Federal 
Insurance Administrator. 
IFR Doc.76-11211 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am) 
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that are consistent with the flood eleva¬ 
tions determined by the Secretary. 

Proposed flood elevations (100-year 
flood) are listed below for selected loca¬ 
tions. Maps and other information show¬ 
ing the detailed outlines of the flood- 
prone areas and the proposed flood eleva¬ 
tions are available for review at City 
Hall. Lewes. Delaware. 19958. 

Any person having knowledge. Infor¬ 
mation, or wishing to make a comment 


on these determinations should immedi¬ 
ately notify Mr. Ronald Donovan. City 
Manager, Box 227, Lewes, Delaware, 
19958. The period for comment will be 
ninety days following the second publi¬ 
cation of this notice in a newspaper of 
local circulation in the above-named 
community or ninety days from the pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register, whichever is the later. 

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva¬ 
tions are: 




Elevation In feet 


Source of flooding 

Location 

above mean sea 
level 

Width (feet) 

Delaware Bay. 

. Pilot Town Rd. south of Roosevelt Inlet. 

12 

1.750 

Savannah Rd. north of Lewes and ltehoboth Canal... 

0 

2.800 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title xm of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28. 1969 (33 F.R. 17804). November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 U.S.C. 
4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator, 34 
F.R. 2680, February 27, 1969. as amended by 39 F.R. 2787, January 24, 1974.) 


Issued: April 5,1976. 


J. Robert Hunter, 

Acting Federal 
Insurance Administrator . 


|FR Doc.76-11212 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am] 


[24CFR Pari 1917 ] 

(Docket No. FI-1068| 

CITY OF CLEWISTON, FLORIDA 
Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

The Federal Insurance Administrator, 
in accordance with Section 110 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(P.L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980. which added 
Section 1363 to the National Flood In¬ 
surance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 P.L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, 
and 24 CFR Part 1917 (Section 1917.4 
(a)). hereby gives notice of his proposed 
determinations of flood elevations for 
the City of Clewiston, Florida. 

Under these Acts, the Administrator, 
to whom the Secretary has delegated the 
statutory authority, must develop cri¬ 
teria for flood plain management in 
identified flood hazard areas. In order to 
participate in the National Flood In¬ 
surance Program, the City of Clewiston 


must adept flood plain management 
measures that are consistent with the 
flood elevations determined by the 
Secretary. 

Proposed flood elevations (100-year 
flood) are listed below for selected loca¬ 
tions. Maps and other information show¬ 
ing the detailed outlines of the flood- 
prone areas and the proposed flood eleva¬ 
tions are available for review at City 
Hall, Clewiston, Florida 33440. 

Any person having knowledge, infor¬ 
mation. or wishing to make a comment 
on these determinations should imme¬ 
diately notify Mayor J. W. Beardsley, 
P.O. Box 698, Clewiston, Florida 33440. 
The period for comment will be ninety 
days following the second publication of 
this notice in a newspaper of local cir¬ 
culation in the above-named commu¬ 
nity or ninety days from the publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register, 
whichever is the later. 

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva¬ 
tions are: 


Source of flooding 


Location 


Elevation—feet 

above mean sea Width (feat) 
level 


Lake Okeechobee 


Esperanra Avc_.. 

Hoseco Ave.. 

Francisco St_ 

San Pedro St.. 

Camilla St_ 

Pacific Ave.. 


18 

1 80-600 

IS 

> 1(10 

IS 

* 1,440 

IS 

* 1.280 

IS 

* 1,280 

18 

»1.230 


1 Location of boundaries of 100-yr flood in feet northwest of Magnolia Ave. 

* Location oM>ouiidaries of 100-yr flood in feet eust of Francisco Street to corporate limits. 

> Distance in feet north of corporate limits. 

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968). effective January 28, 1969 ( 33 F.R. 17804). November 28. 1968), as amended; 42 US.C. 
4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator, 34 
F-R. 2680, February 27, 1969, as amended by 39 F.R. 2787, January 24, 1974.) 


Issued: April 5,1976. 


J. Robert Hunter, 

Acting Federal 
Insurance Administrator. 
(FR Doc.76-11213 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am] 
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[24CFR Part 1917] 

(Docket No. PI-210661 

CITY OF ALBANY, GEORGIA 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determination 

The Federal Insurance Administrator, 
in accordance with Section 110 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
<PJL. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added 
Section 1363 to the National Flood In¬ 
surance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 P.L. 90-448). 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, 
and 24 CFR Part 1917 (Section 1917.4 
<a)), hereby gives notice of his proposed 
determinations of flood elevations for the 
City of Albany, Georgia. 

Under these Acts, the Administrator, 
to whom the Secretary has delegated the 
statutory authority, must develop crite¬ 
ria for flood plain management in iden¬ 
tified flood hazard areas. In order to par¬ 
ticipate in the National Flood Insurance 
Program, the City of Albany must adopt 


flood plain management measures that 
are consistent with the flood elevations 
determined by the Secretary. 

Proposed flood elevations (100-year 
flood) are listed below for selected loca¬ 
tions. Maps and other information show¬ 
ing the detailed outlines of the flood- 
prone areas and the proposed flood ele¬ 
vations are available for review at City 
Hall. Albany, Georgia 31702. 

Any person having knowledge, infor¬ 
mation, or wishing to make a comment 
on these determinations should immedi¬ 
ately notify Mayor James H. Gray, Sr.. 
City Hall. P.O. Box 447, Albany, Geor¬ 
gia 31702. The period for comment will 
be ninety days following the second pub¬ 
lication of tilts notice in a newspaper of 
local circulation in the above-named 
community or ninety days from the pub¬ 
lication of this notice in Uie Federal 
Register, whichever is the later. 

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva¬ 
tions are: 


Soimv i*: IttKHliii)! 


Flint Rivrr 


Khirluifoom'i* < iv«*k . 


Loral ion 


U.8. 11 Ik h way 10.. 

Soulhf'.rii KK... 

Seaboard Coast Lino RK.. 

It road Av<*. 

Oglethorpe Ave.... 

4th Bridge. . 

<’mitral o( < i<*oryia R It. 

Southern Rl<. 


Elevation Width train shoreline or hank of 


in feel 
above ni*‘au 

Mrcam (facing downstream) 
100-yr flood boundary (foot) 

to 

SOA lovcl 

Right 

Left 


IlM 

1,000 

<») 


i.m 

1.44K) 



1S7 

160 


200 


150 


250 

1*0 

200 


300 

l*> 

1.200 

1, 

, 100 

nr! 

AMI) 

(») 


IU2 

400 

C‘J 



* Extends to corporate limits. 

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 ( 33 Fit. 17804, November 28. 1968), as amended; 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator, 84 Fit. 2680, February 27, 1969, a s amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24. 1974.) 


Issued: April 5,1976. 


J. Robert Hunter, 
Acting Federal 
Insurance Administrator. 


JFR Doc.76-11214 Filed 4-19-76;8 ;46 am) 


[24 CFR Part 1917] 

| Docket No. FI-10651 

CITY OF INDEPENDENCE, BUCHANAN 
COUNTY, IOWA 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determination 

The Federal Insurance Administrator. 
In accordance with Section 110 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(PX. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added 
Section 1363 to the National Flood In¬ 
surance Act of 1968 (Title XIH of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 P.L. 90-448). 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128. 
and 24 CFR Part 1917 (Section 1917.4 
(a)) hereby gives notice of his proposed 
determinations of flood elevations for the 
City of Independence, Buchanan Coun¬ 
ty, Iowa. 

Under these Acts, the Administrator, to 
whom the Secretary has delegated the 
statutory authority, must develop crite¬ 
ria for flood plain management in identi¬ 
fied flood hazard areas. In order to par¬ 
ticipate in the National Flood Insurance 


Program, the City must adopt flood plain 
management measures that are consis¬ 
tent with the flood elevations determined 
by the Secretary. 

Proposed flood elevations (100-year 
flood) are listed below for selected loca¬ 
tions. Maps and other information show¬ 
ing the detailed outlines of the flood- 
prone areas and the proposed flood eleva¬ 
tions are available for review at the Bul¬ 
letin Board in the Lobby of the City Hall, 
331 First Street. East, Independence. 

Any person having knowledge, infor¬ 
mation, or wishing to make a comment 
on these determinations should immedi¬ 
ately notify Mayor Robert Blakesley, 306 
First Street, East. Independence, Iowa 
50644. The period for comment will be 
ninety days following the second publica¬ 
tion of tills notice in a newspaper of local 
circulation in the above-named com¬ 
munity or ninety days from publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register, 
whichever is the later. 

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva¬ 
tions are: 
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Elevation Width in foot from bank of stream 
in feet to 100-yr flood Itoundary facing 

Source of flooding Location above mean downstream (fe< t) 

sea level -— 

Left Right 


W'asipinlcon River... . Corporate limit*_ 

Highway Nc. 150.... 

Highway No. 20_ 

Corix>rale limits_ 

Malone Creek... High way 20_ 

3d St. NE. 

Corporate limits. 


908 

(*) 

(') 


mo 

1.580 

(*) 


913 

330 


2,470 

914 

1.525 


175 

912 

45 


60 

913 

100 


360 

929 

80 


240 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XHI of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968). effective January 28. 1969 (33 FR. 17804, November 28. 1968). as amended; 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator. 34 F.R. 2680, February 27, 1969, as amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974.) 


Issued April 5.1976. 


J. Robert Hunter, 
Acting Federal 
In surancc Administrator. 
JFR Doc.76-11216 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am] 


[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ] 

[Docket No. FI-1034) 

CITY OF ZACHARY, LOUISIANA 
Proposed Flood Elevation Determination 

The Federal Insurance Administrator, 
in accordance with Section 110 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(P.L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added 
Section 1363 to the National Flood In¬ 
surance Act of 1968 (Title XIH of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 P.L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128. 
and 24 CFR Part 1917 (Section 1917.4 
(a)), hereby gives notice of his proposed 
determinations of flood elevations for the 
City of Zachary. Louisiana. 

Under these Acts, the Administrator, 
to whom the Secretary has delegated the 
statutory authority, must develop cri¬ 
teria for flood plain management in 
identified flood hazard areas. In order to 
participate in the National Flood In¬ 
surance Program, the City of Zachary 


must adopt flood plain management 
measures that are consistent with the 
flood elevations determined by the 
Secretary. 

Proposed flood elevations (100-year 
flood) are listed below for selected loca¬ 
tions. Maps and other information 
showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed flood 
elevations are available for review at 
City Hall. Zachary, Louisiana 70791. 

Any person having knowledge, in¬ 
formation, or wishing to make a com¬ 
ment on these d z terminations should im¬ 
mediately notify Mayor Jack L. Breaux, 
City Hall, Zachary, Louisiana 70791. The 
period for comment will be ninety days 
following the second publication of this 
notice in a newspaper of local circulation 
in the above-named community or ninety 
days from the publication of this notice 
in the Federal Register, whichever is 
the later. 

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva¬ 
tions are: 


Source of flooding 


Elevation Width from shoreline or bank of 
_ , In feet si ream (facing downstream) to 

Ijocatlon above mean 100-yr flood boundary (feet) 

sea level-—-^- 

Right Left 


Cypress B*von, 
tributary No. 1. 
Cypress Bayou, 
tributary No. 2. 


Cypress Bayou 


White Bayou. 


Louisiana 64 (upstream sido of road)_ 

Louisiana 10 (downstream side of road)... 
Lowor Zachary Rd.: 

Upstream side of road. 

Downstream side of road. 

Rollins Rd. (downstream side of road).. 

. Louisiana 61: 

Upstream side of road. 

Downstream side ol rood. 

Port Hudson Pride Rd. 

Louisiana 10: 

Upstream side of road___ 

Downstream side of road. 

Louisiana 64 (downstream side of road). 
Lower Zachary Rd. (upstream side of 
road). 


90.3 

500 

390 

85.4 

40 

80 

85.1 

240 

280 

85.0 

200 

280 

97.2 

170 

190 

87.0 

540 

360 

86.8 

400 

no 

104.6 

2,300 

3,800 

97.7 

3,520 

5.280 

07.6 

3,520 

7,580 

<»> 

93.0 

180 

90 2 

4,400 

0) 


1 To corporate limits. 

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28. 1969 ( 33 F.R. 17804, November 28. 1968). as amended; 42 
U.8.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator, 34 F.R. 2680. February 27, 1969, as amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974.) 


Issued April 5,1976. 


J. Robert Hunter, 
Acting Federal 
Insurance Administrator . 
|FR Doc.76-11216 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am[ 
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[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ] 

(Docket No. FI-10611 

TOWN OF PERRYVILLE, CECIL COUNTY, 
MARYLAND 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determination 

The Federal Insurance Administrator, 
in accordance with Section 110 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(P.L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added 
Section 1363 to the Nation al Flo od In¬ 
surance Act of 1968 (Title Xm of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 PX. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, 
and 24 CFR Part 1917 (Section 1917.4 
(a)) hereby gives notice of his proposed 
determinations of flood elevations for the 
Town of Perryville, Cecil County, 
Maryland. 

Under these Acts, the Administrator, 
to whom the Secretary has delegated the 
statutory authority, must develop cri¬ 
teria for flood plain management in 
identified flood hazard areas. In order to 
participate in the National Flood In¬ 


surance Program, the Town must adopt 
flood plain manaiement measures that 
are consistent with the flood elevations 
determined by the Secretary. 

Proposed flood elevations (100-year 
flood) are listed below for selected loca¬ 
tions. Maps and other information show¬ 
ing the detailed outlines of the flood- 
prone areas and the proposed flood eleva¬ 
tions are available for review at the Town 
Hall, 515 Broad Street, Perryville. 

Any person having knowledge, infor¬ 
mation, or wishing to make a comment on 
these determinations should immediately 
notify Mr. Dominick J. Cisaldo, Presi¬ 
dent of the Town Commissioners, 515 
Broad Street, Perryville, Maryland 21903. 
The period for comment will be ninety 
days following the second publication of 
this notice in a newspaper of local cir¬ 
culation in the above-named commu¬ 
nity or ninety days from publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register, 
whichever is the later. 

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva¬ 
tions are: 




Elevation in 

Width In fed 

Source of flooding 

Location 

feet ab ve 

from shoreline 


mean sea level 

to 100-yr flood 
boundary (fe>d) 


8usquehnnna River. 

. Penn Central RR.- 

7.5 

200 


Route 40. 

7.5 

140 


Baltimore A Ohio RR.. 

7.5 

170 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title xm of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1988). effective January 28. 1969 (33 F.R. 17804. November 28, 1968). as amended; 42 U8.C. 
4001-4128: and Secretary's delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator, 34 
F.R. 2680, February 27. 1969, as amended by 39 FR. 2787, January 24. 1974.) 


Issued April 5,1976. 


J. Robert Hunter, 

Acting Federal 
Insurance Administrator. 
(FR Doc.76-11217 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 ami 


[24 CFR Pert 1917] 

|Docket No. FI-1063) 

TOWN OF FEDERALSBURG, MARYLAND 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determination 

The Federal Insurance Administrator, 
in accordance with Section 110 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(P.L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added 
Section 1363 to the Nation al Flo od In¬ 
surance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 P.L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, 
and 24 CFR Part 1917 (Section 1917.4 
(a)). hereby gives notice of his proposed 
determinations of flood elevations for 
the Town of Federalsburg, Maryland. 

Under these Acts, the Administrator, 
to whom the Secretary has delegated the 
statutory authority, must develop crite¬ 
ria for flood plain management in iden¬ 
tified flood hazard areas. In order to 
participate in the National Flood Insur¬ 
ance Program, the Town of Federals¬ 
burg must adopt flood plain management 


Source of flooding Location 


measures that are consistent with the 
flood elevations determined by the Sec¬ 
retary. 

Proposed flood elevations (100-year 
flood) are listed below for selected loca¬ 
tions. Maps and other information show¬ 
ing the detailed outlines of the flood- 
prone areas and the proposed flood eleva¬ 
tions are available for review at Town 
Hall, 103 South Main Street, Federals¬ 
burg, Maryland 21632. 

Any person having knowledge, infor¬ 
mation. or wishing to make a comment 
on these determinations should immedi¬ 
ately notify Mayor Albert Gerardi, 103 
South Main Street. Federalsburg, Mary¬ 
land 21632. The period for comment will 
be ninety days following the second pub¬ 
lication of this notice in a newspaper of 
local circulation in the above-named 
community or ninety days from the pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register, whichever is the later. 

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva¬ 
tions are: 

Elevation Width from shoreline or hank of 
in feet stream (facing downstream) to 
atx>vc mean 100-yr flood boundary (feet) 

sea level -- 

Right Left 


Marshy hope Creek.Penn RR. 

Central Ave.. 


14 1.820 100 

15 880 810 
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(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1988). effective January 28, 1969 (33 F.R. 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 U.S.C. 
4001-4128; and Secretary's delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator 34 
F.R. 2680, February 27. 1969, as amended by 39 F.R. 2787. January 24, 1974.) 


Issued April 5,1976. 


J. Robert Hunter, 

Acting Federal 
Insurance Administrator . 

IFR Doc.76-11218 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am) 


[24CFR Part 1917] 

[Docket No. FI-10601 

CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determination 

The Federal Insurance Administrator, 
in accordance with Section 110 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
tP.L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980. which added 
Section 1363 to the National Flood In¬ 
surance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 P.L. 90—448), 42 U.S.C. 4901-4128, 
and 24 CFR Part 1917 (Section 1917.4 
(a)), hereby gives notice of his proposed 
determinations of flood elevations for 
the City of Pacific, Missouri. 

Under these Acts, the Administrator, 
to whom the Secretary has delegated 
the statutory authority, must develop 
criteria for flood plain management in 
identified flood hazard areas. In order 
to participate in the National Flood In¬ 
surance Program, the City of Pacific 
must adopt flood plain management 


measures that are consistent with the 
flood elevations determined by the Sec¬ 
retary. 

Proposed flood elevations (100-year 
flood) are listed below for selected loca¬ 
tions. Maps and other information 
showing the deailed outlines of the flood- 
prone areas and the proposed flood eleva¬ 
tions are available for review at City 
Hall, 218 1st Street, Pacific, Missouri 
63069. 

Any person having knowledge, infor¬ 
mation. or wishing to make a comment 
on these determinations should imme¬ 
diately notify Mayor Jack McKinney, 218 
1st Street, Pacific, Missouri 63069. The 
period for comment will be ninety days 
following the second publication of this 
notice in a newspaper of local circula¬ 
tion in the above-named community or 
ninety days from the publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register, which¬ 
ever is the later. 

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva¬ 
tions are: 


Source of flooding Location 


Elevation Width from shoreline or hank of 
Infect .stream (facing downstream) to 
above mean 100-vr flood boundary (feet) 

aoa level --— 

Right Left 


Thornton Branch.. Interstate44. 

Thornton Branch and Vincent Dr. 

Brush Creek. 

Brush Creek. _. Missouri Pacific RR 

Congress St. 

Monroe Branch .. .. Interstate 44. 

Osage St. 

Congress St. 

Wild Horse Creek.Park St.. 

Sand St. 

Franklin St. 

Osage St... 

Kim St. 

Neosho St. 



> 


St. Louis St 


Meramec River..Orleans St. 


1st St . 

Pacific 8t__.. 

4th St .. 

Bosh Creek and St. Louis-S*n Francisco R R 

Moramec River. 


500 

150 

130 

480 

Extends 270 ft. north of the Mis- 


souri Pacific UK. 


480 

100 

90 


180 

1.000 

505 

200 

250 

496 

120 

80 

409 

300 

150 

492 

110 

120 

483 

160 

JK) 

482 

270 

250 


660 

460 


50 

750 

465 

Entire street ktwwn 

Union St. 


and Osage St. 



Entire street between 

Columbus 


St. and Olive St. 


464 

Entire street cast of the St. Ixmls- 


San Francisco RR. 

(«) Entire street south of the St. 

JxniLs-Saii Francisco RR. 

(•) Entire street east of 4th St. 

(*) Entire street south of Pacific St. 

(») 4,230 1,210 


»Varies. 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIH of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968). effective January 28. 1969 (33 F.R. 17804. November 28. 1968), as amended- 42 U.6 C 
4001-4128; and Secretary's delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator. 34 
F.R. 2680. February 27, 1969, as amended by 39 F.R. 2787. January 24, 1974.) 

Issued April 5,1976. 

J. Robert Hunter. 

Acting Federal 
Insurance Administrator. 

(FR Doc.76-11219 Filed 4-19-76; 8; 45 am 1 
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% 


[24CFR Part 1917] 

(Docket No. FI-10591 

BOROUGH OF ALLENDALE, NEW JERSEY 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determination 

The Federal Insurance Administrator, 
in accordance with Section 110 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(P.L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added 
Section 1363 to the National Flood In¬ 
surance Act of 1968 (Title X I I I of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 P.L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, 
and 24 CFR Part 1917 (Section 1917.4 
(a)), hereby gives notice of his proposed 
determinations of flood elevations for the 
Borough of Allendale, New Jersey. 

Under thee Acts, the Administrator, 
to whom the Secretary has delegated the 
statutory authority, must develop cri¬ 
teria for flood plain management in 
identified flood hazard areas. In order to 
participate in the National Flood In¬ 
surance Program, the Borough of Allen¬ 
dale must adopt flood plain management 


measures that are consistent with the 
flood elevations determined by the 
Secretary. 

Proposed flood elevations (100-year 
flood) are listed below for selected loca¬ 
tions. Maps and other information show¬ 
ing the detailed outlines of the flood- 
prone areas and the proposed flood eleva¬ 
tions are available for review at Borough 
Hall. 290 Franklin Turnpike, Allendale, 
New Jersey 07401. 

Any person having knowledge, infor¬ 
mation, or wishing to make a comment 
on these determinations should imme¬ 
diately notify Mayor Edward Fitzpatrick. 
290 Franklin Turnpike. Allendale, New 
Jersey 07401. The period for comment 
will be ninety days following the second 
publication of this notice in a newspaper 
of local circulation in the above-named 
community or ninety days from the pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register, whichever is the later. 

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva¬ 
tions are: 


Elevation Width from shoreline or batik of 


Source of flooding 

Location 

in feet 
above mean 
sea level — 

stream (facing downstream) 
100-yr flood boundary (feet) 

to 




bight 


Left 


Ilohukus brook- 

brook side Ave--- 

West ('resent Ave... . 

_ 2U0 

. 273 


r,:. 

190 


50 

710 


Park Avo .... 

.. 265 


40 


460 

VuU*n«Inn brook 

Forest U<i... 

_ sou 

W 


270 

Ramsey brook 

Eric Lackawanna UK.. 

. 326 

250 


9S5 


West Cresent Ave . 

.. 288 


65 


770 


brookside Ave__..... 

... 27!) 


:s 


95 

A Hondak* brook 

Franklin Turnpike. 

. 273 


0 


430 


West Allendale Ave... 

.. 269 


10 


20 


West Orchard St. 

. 267 


oO 


100 


i Outside borough limits. 

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FJR. 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 F.R. 2680, February 27, 1969, as amended by 39 Fit. 2787, January 24, 1974.) 


Issued: April 5, 1976. 


J. Robert Hunter, 

Acting Federal 
Insurance Administrator. 


|FR Doc.76-11220 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am| 


[24 CFR Part 1917] 

(Docket No, FI-1058) 

TOWNSHIP OF BOONTON, MORRIS 
COUNTY, NEW JERSEY 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determination 

The Federal Insurance Administrator, 
in accordance with Section 110 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(P.L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 989, which added 
Section 1363 to the National Flood In¬ 
surance Act of 1968 (Title XHI of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 P.L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, 
and 24 CFR Part 1917 (Section 1917.4 
(a)) hereby gives notice of his proposed 
determinations of flood elevations for 
the Township of Boonton, Morris County, 
New Jersey. 

Under these Acts, the Administrator, 
to whom the Secretary has delegated the 
statutory authority, must develop cri¬ 
teria for flood plain management in 
identified flood hazard areas. In order to 
participate in the National Flood In¬ 
surance Program, the Township must 


adopt flood plain management measures 
that are consistent with the flood eleva¬ 
tions determined by the Secretary. 

Proposed flood elevations (100-year 
flood) are listed below for selected lo¬ 
cations. Maps and other information 
showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed flood 
elevations are available for review at the 
Town Hall lobby, 100 Washington Street, 
Boonton. 

Any person having knowledge, infor¬ 
mation, or wishing to make a comment 
on these determinations should imme¬ 
diately notify Mr. Thomas E. Hopkins, 
Town Clerk, 100 Washington Street, 
Boonton, New Jersey 07005. The period 
for comment will be ninety days follow¬ 
ing the second publication of this notice 
in a newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community or ninety days 
from publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register, whichever is the later. 

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva¬ 
tions are: 
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Source of flooding 


Elevation Width in feet from hank of stream 
in feet to 100-yr flood boundary facing 
Location above mean downstream (feet) 

sea level-- 

Left Right 


Rock away River... Southeast corporate limits___ 

PowerviUe Rd... 

Southwest corporate limits... 

Beaver Brook..Valley Rd. 

Rackaway Valley Kd_. 

Meadow I rook Rd.. 

Northeast corporate limits. 

Unnamed creek_ Rock away Valley Rtf.. 

Dixon's Pend.. 

Stony Brook... Rockawny Valley Rd. (extended).. 

Limit of detailed study... 


485 

170 

370 

497 

170 

*.60 

499 

450 

110 

502 

200 

370 

see 

90 

270 

514 

130 

ISO 

550 

M0 

110 

510 

160 

3C0 

560 

40 

40 

511) 

1M) 

320 

512 

150 

210 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1908 (Title XHI of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1908), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FJL 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 
U.8.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 F.R. 2680, February 27, 1909, as amended by 39 F.R. 2787, January 24, 1974.) 


Issued: April 5,1976. 


J. Robert Hunter, 
Acting Federal 
Insurance Administrator. 


IFR Doc.70-11221 Filed. 4r-L9-70;8:45 am] 


[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ] 

(Docket No. FI-10571 
TOWN OF NUTLEY, NEW JERSEY 
Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

The Federal Insurance Administrator, 
in accordance with Section 110 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(P.L. 93-234). 87 Stat. 980, which added 
Section 1363 to the National Flood In¬ 
surance Act of 1968 (Title XHI of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 P.L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, 
and 24 CFR Part 1917 (Section 1917.4 
(a)), hereby gives notice of his pro¬ 
posed determinations of flood elevations 
for the Town of Nutley, New Jersey. 

Under these Acts, the Administrator, 
to whom the Secretary has delegated 
the statutory authority, must develop 
criteria for flood plain management in 
identified flood hazard areas. In order 
to participate In the National Flood In¬ 
surance Program, the Town of Nutley 
must adopt flood plain management 


measures that are consistent with the 
flood elevations determined by the Sec¬ 
retary. 

Proposed flood elevations (100-year 
flood) are listed below for selected lo¬ 
cations. Maps and other information 
showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed flood 
elevations are available for review at 
Town Hall Kennedy Drive, Nutley, New 
Jersey 07110. 

Any person having knowledge, infor¬ 
mation, or wishing to make a comment 
on these determinations should imme¬ 
diately notify Mayor Carmen A. Orechio, 
Kennedy Drive, Nutley. New Jersey 
07110. The period for comment will be 
ninety days following the second pub¬ 
lication of this notice in a newspaper of 
local circulation in the above-named 
community or ninety days from the pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register, whichever is the later. 

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva¬ 
tions are: 


Soumi of flooding 


lunation 


Elevation Width Ihwn shoreline or hank of 
in feet stream (facing downstream) to 
above mean I0D-yr flood boundary (feet) 
sea level ---- 

Right Left 


Third River _ 


Third River, 
tributary. 

Passaic River. _ 


Brookfield Ave.... 

Chestnut St... 

Harrison St_ _ 

Franklin A ve."" 

Elm Place. , 

Hillside Avc___ 

Klngsland 8t.. 

Park Ave. __ 


52 

74 

32 

72 

to 

65 

l(>t 

13 


1X5 

17° 

130 

120 

123 

1,000 

too 

680 

30 

140 

100 

no 

300 

20 

10 

<9 


1 Outside corporate Iimita. 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1908). effective January 28. 1909 (33 F.R. 17804, November 28. 1968), as amended; 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 F.R. 2680, February 27, 1909, as amended by 39 FR. 2787, January 24, 1974.) 

Issued: April 5,1976. 


J. Robert Hunter, 
Acting Federal 
Insurance Administrator . 
| FR Doc.70-11222 FUed 4-19-70;8:45 ami 
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[24 CFR Part 1917] 

(Docket No. FI-1066] 

BOROUGH OF OLD TAPPAN, NEW JERSEY 
P.oposcd Flood Elevation Determinations 

The Federal Insurance Administrator, 
in accordance with Section 110 of the 
F ood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
«p.L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added 
Section 1363 to the National Flood In¬ 
surance Act of 1368 (Title Xm of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 P.L. 90-448). 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128. 
and 24 CFR Part 1917 (Section 1917.4 
(a)), hereby gives notices of his pro- 
rosed determinations of flood elevations 
for the Borough of Old Tappan, New 
Jersey. 

Under these Acts, the Administrator, 
to whom the Secretary has delegated the 
statutorv authoritv, must develop cri¬ 
teria for flood plain management in 
identified flood hazard areas. In order 
to participate in the National Flood In¬ 
surance Program, the Borough of Old 


Tappan must adopt flood plain man¬ 
agement measures that are consistent 
with the flood elevations determined by 
the Secretary. 

Proposed flood elevations (100-ycar 
flood) are listed below for selected lo¬ 
cations. Maps and other information 
showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed flood 
elevations are available for review at 
Borough Hall. 247 O'd Tappan Road. 
Old Tappan. New Jersey 07675. 

Any person hoving knowledge, infor¬ 
mation. or wishing to make a comment 
on these determination* should Immedi¬ 
ately notify Mayor Walter H. Frueh, 
247 Old Tappan Road. Old Tappan. New 
Jersey 07675. The period for comment 
will be ninety days following the second 
publication of this notice in a newsparer 
of local circulation in the above-nam^d 
community or ninety days from the pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. whichever is the later. 

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva¬ 
tions are: 


Souc'f of flooding 


U><Ation 


Elevation Width from shoreline or lwnk of 
in feet s'roam (facing downs'ream) to 
above mean 100 *jt flood boundary (feet) 
sea level- 


Hackensack River Washington Ave. North. 

Old Ttippon Hd. West.. 

Westwood Ave. 

Dorotookeys Run Oranveburgh Rd. North 

Old Tappan Rd. East.. 
Central Ave..... 


58 

<•> 


41 

<•) 


31 

(*> 




20 

53 


15 



10 


150 

170 

25 

20 


W) 

50 


t Outlsde corporate limits. 

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
cf 1968). effective January 28, 1969 (33 F.R. 17804. November 28. 1968). as amended; 42 U.S.C. 
4001-4128: and Secretary's delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator 34 
P R, 2380. February 27, 1969, as amended by 39 F.R. 2787, January 24. 1974.) 


Issued: April 5,1976. 


J. Robert Hunter. 
Acting Federal Insurance 

Administrator. 


| FR Doc.76-11223 Filed 4-19-76:8:46 am ] 


[24 CFR Part 1917] 

(Docket No. FI 1066] 

CITY OF EAST POINT, FULTON COUNTY, 
GEORGIA 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determination 

The Federal Insurance Administrator, 
tn accordance with Section 110 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(PJL. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980. which added 
S 3 Ctlon 1363 to the National Flood Insur¬ 
ance Act of 1968 (Title XHI of the Hous¬ 
ing and Urban Development Act of 1968 
P.L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 
24 CFR Part 1917 (Section 1917.4(a)) 
hereby gives notice of his proposed de¬ 
terminations of flood elevations for the 
City of East Point. Fulton County, 
Georgia. 

Under these Acts, the Administrator, 
to whom the Secretary has delegated 
the statutory authority, must develop 
criteria for flood plain management in 
identified flood hazard areas. In order to 
participate in the National Flood Insur¬ 


ance Program, the City must adopt flood 
plain management measures that are 
consistent with the flood elevations de¬ 
termined by the Secretary. 

Proposed flood elevations (100-year 
flood) are listed below for selected lo¬ 
cations. Maps and other information 
showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed flood 
elevations are available for review at the 
Bulletin Board. City Hall. East Point. 

Any person having knowledge, infor¬ 
mation, or wishing to make a com¬ 
ment on these determinations should 
immediately notify Mayor Bruce Bannis¬ 
ter. City Hall, East Point. Georgia 30344. 
The period for comment will be ninety 
days following the second publication of 
this notice in a newspaper of local cir¬ 
culation in the above-named community 
or ninety days from publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register, which¬ 
ever is the later. 

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva¬ 
tions are: 
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safety aspects of the proposal. Objec¬ 
tions to the proposal were that it would: 

1. Require extensive rework with no 
apparent safety/cost benefit. It is esti¬ 
mated that this requirement would add 
a minimum of $250.00 to the retrofit cost 
of each car; 

2. Exclude cars constructed on or after 
September 1, 1974, for no apparent 
reason; 

3. Permit an opening in the head shield 
which would provide a '‘guide’* for a 
broken rail or other sharp object to 
puncture the head defeating the purpose 
of the head shield; 

4. Cause possible violation of the Fed¬ 
eral Railroad Administration's Safety 
Appliance Standards which require a 
four-inch clearance around the rim of 
the hand brake wheel; 

5. Require retrofitting a %-inch steel 
pad that is continuously welded to the 
head of the tank. This would appear to 
be technically unsound and result in a 
reduction of safety; 

6. Promulgate a rule without accident/ 
incident experience. Commenters were 
unaware of any resident /incident where 
a hand brake, or hand brake bracket has 
caused a head puncture, and 

7. Publish a design standard rather 
than a performance criteria. 

In view of the foregoing, the Office of 
Hazardous Materials Operations 
(OHMO) has determined that action 
on the proposed amendments is not ap¬ 
propriate at the present time, and that 
Docket No. HM-109; Notice No. 75-3 
should be withdrawn. The withdrawal of 
this proposal. how r ever, does not preclude 
the OHMO from issuing similar notices 
in the future or commit the OHMO to 
any course of action. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
proposal published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter (40 FR 17855) on April 23, 1975, and 
circulated as Docket HM-109; Notice No. 
75-3 is hereby withdrawn. * 

Authority: (18 U.S.C. 834. 49 CFR 1.53 
(g>>. 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on April 
14, 1976. 

William K. Byrd, 
Deputy Director, Office of 
Hazardous Materials Operations. 

|FR Doc.7C-11389 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 ami 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

[ 16 CFR Part 1015] 

PROCEDURES FOR DISCLOSURE OR PRO¬ 
DUCTION OF INFORMATION UNDER 

THE FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 

Proposed Final Guidelines 

The purpose of this document is to 
promulgate the regulations of the Con¬ 
sumer Product Safety Commission un¬ 
der the Freedom of Information Act (5 
U.S.C. 552). Proposed and interim regu¬ 
lations were published in the Federal 
Register of August 21. 1974 (39 FR 
30298). In response to the proposed reg¬ 
ulations, twenty-nine comments were 
received. These comments are available 


for viewing in the Office of the Secre¬ 
tary. 

On February 19. 1975, the “1974 

Amendments" to the Freedom of Infor¬ 
mation Act became effective. The 
changes in these regulations required by 
the 1974 amendments and the corre¬ 
sponding statutory authority for the 
changes are: 

1. A minor change in 8 1015.2 to re¬ 
flect the relettering of 5 U.S.C. section 
552(a)(4) to section 552(a) (5). 

2. A language change to “reasonably 
describe" in § 1015.3(b) to conform to 5 
U.S.C. section 552(a)(3). 

3. A new section 1015.5 to conform to 
the new* time requirements of 5 U.S.C. 
552(a)(6). 

4. An addition to § 1015.6(b) (1) to re¬ 
quire that the identity of the person re- 
ponsible for a denial be made public. 
Authority for the addition: 5 U.S.C. 552 
(a) (6) (C). 

5. A new paragraph (c) to I 1015.6 to 
describe the consequences of a failure to 
respond within the required time limit. 
Authority for the new paragraph: 5 
U.S.C. 552(a)(6)(C). 

6. New paragraphs (b), (d) and (e) to 
§ 1015.7 to explain the appeal procedures 
and the rights of a requester upon ap¬ 
peal. Authority for the new paragraphs: 
5 U.S.C. 552(a)(6) (A) and (a)(6)(C). 

7. Minor changes in paragraphs (b) 
and (f) (1) of § 1015.9 to cover the waiver 
of fees and to remove any charge for 
deleting exempt material. Authority for 
the changes: 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(4)(A). 

8. A new § 1015.10 to describe the an¬ 
nual reporting requirement of 5 U.S.C. 
552(d). 

9. Language changes in § 1015.16 to 
conform to the language changes to the 
exemptions of the Freedom of Informa¬ 
tion Act. 5 U.S.C. 552(b). 

In addition to the changes required by 
the “1974 Amendments" to the Freedom 
of Information Act, other changes were 
made because they were either thought 
desirable in light of past experience or 
in response to the comments received. 
The changes based upon past experience 
are: 

1. A minor change in § 1015.1(a) to 
make it clear that official records include 
only existing records. 

2. An addition to § 1015.1(a) to state 
that a request for a record contained 
in a system of records subject to the re¬ 
quirements of the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C. 
552a) will be processed under that Act. 

3. Additions to § 1015.3 (a) and (b) 
to state what constitutes a Freedom of 
Information request and to state affirm¬ 
atively that every reasonable effort will 
be made to locate records. 

4. A minor change in § 1015.3(b) to 
clarify what is meant by the phrase “a 
reouest relating to a matter in pending 
litigation." 

5. A transfer of § 1015.3(c) to § 1015.- 
% 4(d). 

6. A minor change in § 1015.9(e) to 
have production fees paid to the Com¬ 
mission. 

7. Changes in the fee schedule for 
computer time in 5 1015.9(b) to reflect 
current costs, and deletion of the fee 


charges for microfilm and photographic 
reproduction and certification of copies. 

0. A new 5 1015.11 describing the 
limited exceptions to the non-disclosure 
of trade secrets. 

9. A new § 1015.12 covering the dis¬ 
closure of Commission records to Con¬ 
gress. 

10. A new paragraph (c) to § 101.15 
describing the Commission's policy on 
the release of draft documents. 

11. A new § 1015.17 describing the 
procedures to follow when claiming in¬ 
formation submitted to the Commission 
is confidential. 

12. A new § 1015.18 describing the 
Commission's handling of requests for 
exemption from disclosure. 

13. A change in ? 1015 20(a) to clarify 
the language of this subsection and to 
provide tint the Commission will at- 
temnt to obtain a written consent to re¬ 
lease of the identity of an accident 
victim. 

The following changes v r ere made in 
response to comments received: 

1. An amendment to § 1015.1(b) and 
5 1015 15(b) to incorporate section 6(a) 
(2) of the Consumer Product S^fetv Act 
prohibiting the disclosure of trade se¬ 
crets. 

2. A minor change in $ 1015.1(c) to 
ref^r to the more recent Attorney Gen¬ 
eral's Memorandum on the Freedom of 
Information Act. 

3. An amendment to § 1015.6(a) to 
exrlVltly provide for the inspection of 
records at regional offices of the Com¬ 
mission. 

Replies to the comments are arranged 
below bv sections of the proposed Free¬ 
dom of Information regulations with 
whi^h they dealt. General comments not 
pertaining to one particular section have 
been placed at the end. Comments con¬ 
cerning matters expressly covered by the 
“1074 Amendments" have not been in¬ 
cluded. Jn addition to the comments on 
the Freedom of Information regulations, 
a number of commenters also submitted 
th*»ir views about the recordkeeping regu¬ 
lations published on September 3. 1974 
(39 FR 31916). These comments are not 
included but wifi be addressed separately 
wh^n the recordkeeping regulations are 
pubM«hed in flnM fotm. 

The issues raised by the comments and 
the Commission's conclusions thereon 
are as follows: 

1. One commentor did not believe that 
the Commission should extend section 
25(c)(1) of the Consumer Product 
Safety Act (CPSA). as stated in the pre¬ 
amble to the regulations, to cover acci¬ 
dent reports that were compiled under 
the authority of a~ts transferred to the 
Commission by section 30 of the CPSA. 
In addition, the same commenter criti¬ 
cized the provision in the preamble which 
includes among our records aU material 
obtained from other agencies und^r 
transferred acts, because different pol¬ 
icies regarding disclosure might be ap¬ 
plied by the Commission than by the 
agency from which the records were 
transferred. 

The Commission regards section 5(a) 
(1) of the CPSA as its basic authority to 
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investigate accidents regardless of the 
act under which the product is regu¬ 
lated. Thus, all injury reports are treated 
as being prepared under the CPS A. In 
addition, at the time an investigation 
is made and often when a request for an 
investigation report is received, it is un¬ 
certain under which act the report was 
prepared. With respect to the second 
comment, under section 30(e)(1)(A) of 
CPSA. all records transferred under 
other acts now administered by the 
Commission are considered Commission 
records and subject to the Commission’s 
Freedom of Information Act regulations. 

2. Some commentcrs suggested that 
the definition of the term "records” in 
5 1015.1(a) be amended to include only 
those documents which are related to 
effectuating the purposes of the Con¬ 
sumer Product Safety Act. This presum¬ 
ably would not cover unverified con¬ 
sumer complaints which would then not 
be disclosable. Another commenter took 
the position that the term “records” 
should include only documents gener¬ 
ated by the Commission and not records 
submitted to the Commission by outside 
parties. Finally, the comment was made 
that these regulations should not be ap¬ 
plied retroactively to records already in 
the possession of the Commission or to 
records obtained under transferred acts. 

The Commission cannot accept these 
suggestions. The Freedom of Informa¬ 
tion Act covers all documents in posses¬ 
sion of the Commission whether gen¬ 
erated by the Commission or outside 
parties. See. 5 U.S.C. 552 (a) (3) and (c). 

3. A large number of comments criti¬ 
cized the Commission’s policy of disclos¬ 
ure contained in $§ 1015.1(b) and 1015.- 
15(b), namely, that exempt records will 
be disclosed when not prohibited by law 
or against the public interest. The com¬ 
ments expressed concern about the re¬ 
lease of trade secrets and confidential 
commercial or financial information. A 
number of commenters pointed out that 
sections 6(a) (1) and (2) of the Con¬ 
sumer Product Safety Act prohibits the 
release of trade secrets and confidential 
information. 

The Commission believes that the con¬ 
cern expressed about the release of trade 
secrets and confidential commercial or 
financial information can be amelori- 
ated by amending §§ 1015.1(b) and 
1015.15(b) to include a statement that 
section 6<a) (2) of the Consumer Prod¬ 
uct Safety Act prohibits the disclosure 
of trade secrets or other matters re¬ 
ferred to in 18 U.S.C. 1905. The practice 
of the Commission has been to honor 
valid claims of confidentiality for trade 
secrets and other business data. 

It shoud be pointed out that the Com¬ 
mission will continue to follows its 
“openness” policy in deciding whether to 
invoke applicable exemptions which are 
designed primarily to protect Govern¬ 
ment interests. These exemptions are the 
inter-, intra-agency memorandum ex¬ 
emption, 5 U.S.C. 552(b) (5). and the in¬ 
vestigatory file exemption, 5 U.S.C. 552 
(b)(7). 

4. Some commenters suggested amend¬ 
ing §§ 1015.1(b) and 1015.3 to prohibit 


any person who obtains information 
from the Commission from using it 
against the submitter of the data in a 
lawsuit or other legal proceeding. 

The Commission cannot adopt tills 
suggestion. The Commission cannot 
legally under the Freedom of Informa¬ 
tion Act place restrictions on the use 
made of information disclosed by the 
Commission. (See. Robles, v. Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency, 484 F.2d 843 
(4th Cir. 1973).) Regulations governing 
the procedure for obtaining Commission 
records for use in private litigation ap¬ 
pear at 16 CFR 1016 <41 FR 12300. 
March 25, 1976). 

5. One commenter thought that 
5 1015.1(c) should be amended to delete 
reference to the Attorney General’s 
Memorandum of 1967 because it is no 
longer a reliable source of information to 
interpret Freedom of Information ex¬ 
emptions. 

Section 1015.1(c) has been changed to 
refer to the Attorney General’s Memo¬ 
randum on the 1974 Amendments to the 
Freedom of Information Act. 

6. One commenter suggested that 
§ 1015.3(a) be amended to require a per¬ 
son who requests a record to state his 
reason for the request and the purpose 
to which he intends to put the informa¬ 
tion requested. 

The Commission cannot accept this 
suggestion. It is a violation of the Free¬ 
dom of Information Act to require a per¬ 
son to state his reason for making a 
request and the use he will make of the 
information. (Robles v. Environmental 
Protection Agency, 484 F.2d 843, 847 (4th 
Cir. 1973).) The only instances when the 
Commission can legally consider why a 
person wants information and the use to 
be made of the information are when an 
individual’s personal privacy is involved 
under 5 U.S.C. 552(b) (6) or 5 U.S.C. (b) 
(7) (C) or when there is a request for a 
waiver or reduction of the fee for pro¬ 
ducing records. 

7. One commenter felt that 5 1015.3 
<b) required a requester to identify rec¬ 
ords by date, title and file designations 
and that if the requester was unable to 
do so his request would be denied. 

The practice of the Commission is to 
assist a requester hi the identification 
and location of records. Section 1015.3 
(b) has been amended to expressly state 
this Commission practice. If a requester 
has specific information that would as¬ 
sist in the location of records, he/she 
should include the information in a re¬ 
quest for records. 

8. One commenter believed that the 
Commissioners rather than the Secre¬ 
tary or his/her delegate should have the 
responsibility in $ 1015.4 to respond to 
requests for records. 

It is not possible for the Commis¬ 
sioners personally to respond to all re¬ 
quests for records, especially in light of 
the 10-day time limit for responding to 
requests. 

9. One commenter suggested that 
§ 1015.6(a) be amended to provide for 
the inspection of records at regional 
offices of the Commission. 


The Commission’s procedure for mak¬ 
ing records available for inspection and 
copying has worked well in the past. In 
the usual case, copies of requested rec¬ 
ords are sent to the requester at no 
cost because the $25.00 limit in § 1015.9 
(c) is not exceeded. If a requester desires 
to inspect records at one of the regional 
offices of the Commission, the Secre¬ 
tary in his/her discretion will ordinarily 
make the records available at the re¬ 
quested regional office. Section 1015.6(a) 
has been amended to explicitly provide 
for inspection of records at regional 
offices of the Commission. 

10. One commenter thought that 
*§ 1015.7 and 1015.8 should be amended 
to notify the submitter of information 
of any appeal or later litigation involv¬ 
ing information submitted to him. 

There is no need for a submitter of 
information to be informed of an ad¬ 
ministrative appeal. If the Commis¬ 
sion’s decision on appeal is adverse to 
the submitter, he or she will be so noti¬ 
fied. In such a case, the submitter is 
given 10 calendar days from receipt of 
the notice in accordance with § 1015.18 
(b) to seek judicial relief. If litigation 
arises as a result of a Commission deci¬ 
sion to withhold data, the submitter will 
be notified and requested to participate 
in the defense of the lawsuit as provided 
for in 5 1015.17(d). 

11. A comment from one division of 
the Commission staff suggested that 
§ 1015.7 be amended to provide that ii 
a duplication fee for reproduction of 
records exceeds $25.00, the entire fee 
should be charged rather than the pres¬ 
ent system of waiving the first $25.00 and 
only charging for the amount in excess 
of $25.00. 

The Commission has decided to main- 
.tain its present fee structure of waiving 
the first $25.00 of reproduction costs and 
charging only for the costs incurred in 
excess of $25.00. This permits greater 
access to Commission records by low-in¬ 
come consumers and low-budget con¬ 
sumer organizations. 

12. One commenter believed that the 
waiver of the first $25.00 in duplication 
charges as provided for in § 1015.9 should 
be raised if the $25.00 fee is frequently 
exceeded. The same commenter thought 
that a requester should be notified in ad¬ 
vance of any fee that might be charged. 

The experience of the Commission is 
that relatively few duplication charges 
exceed the sum of $25.00. The $25.00 fee 
waiver appears to be reasonable and is 
being retained. If a request for records 
would result in a large fee being levied, 
the practice of the Commission is to 
notify requesters and ask if they wish to 
proceed with their request or if they 
wish to amend their request. 

13. One commenter suggested that 
$ 1015.16 be amended to provide an ex¬ 
emption from disclosure for a section 15 
(b) notification of a substantial product 
hazard prior to a Commission determi¬ 
nation that a substantial hazard exists. 
The same commenter also suggested that 
if the Commission finds that no substan¬ 
tial hazard exists, the Commission’s re¬ 
port should be withheld because the re- 
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port could be misunderstood or misin¬ 
terpreted and the report might disclose 
trade secrets. 

Section 1015.16 is simply a reiteration 
of the Freedom of Information Act ex¬ 
emptions. Because the Freedom of Infor¬ 
mation Act does not provide an exemp¬ 
tion for section 15(b) notifications, this 
information is disclosed. Section 15(b) 
notifications are routinely made avail¬ 
able to the public after the deletion of 
any information that qualifies for trade 
secret exemption and after the notifica¬ 
tions have bern stamped to designate the 
unverified nature of the contents. 

14. One commenter suggested amend¬ 
ing § 1015.16(d> to provide definitions for 
the terms “trade secret” and “privileged 
or confidential commercial or financial 
information.” 

The Commission considered this sug¬ 
gestion and concluded that it would be 
advisable not to attempt all inclusive 
definitions for the terms “trade secret” 
and “privileged or confidential commer¬ 
cial or financial information” because 
the case law interpreting these terms 
changes rapidly, especially in the area of 
confidential information. A definition of 
“trade secret” which can be consulted for 
general guidance appears in the legisla¬ 
tive history of the Consumer Product 
Safety Act (H. Kent. No. 92-1153, 92d 
Cong. 2nd Sess. at 21). 

15. One commenter suggested that the 
Commission sunpiy a requester with an 
itemization and index of confidential 
data. Another commenter criticized the 
Commission’s practice contained in 
$ 1015.17(a) of providing a requester 
with a list of information that has been 
claimed to be exemnt from disclosure be¬ 
cause this practice might compromise 
the confidentiality of the material 
claimed to be exemnt. 

The practice of the Commission is to 
provide a requester with a brief descrip¬ 
tion of any material that is found to be 
confidential. Such a description does not 
compromise the confidential nature of 
the material but does permit the request¬ 
er to know what tvr>« o f material has 
been found to be confidential. This prac¬ 
tice of the Commission is incorporated 
into a new § 1015.18(a). The practice of 
supplying a requester with a brief de¬ 
scription of material found to be exempt 
from disclosure is required by Vaughn 
v. Rosen. 484 F.2d 820 (2nd Cir. 1973) 
cert, denied 4)5 U S. 97 (1974). 

16. Two commenters suggested that 
§ 1015.17(b) be amended to require that 
a decision be made whether or not to 
honor a claim for confidentiality within 
a reasonable period of time after submis¬ 
sion of the claim rather than at the time 
a request for a document is received. The 
commenters believed that the adoption 
of such a procedure would result in an 
equitable system of disclosing similar 
data and that the public would benefit 
from such a procedure. 

The Commission has considered this 
suggestion but has decided that the im¬ 
plementation of such a procedure would 
unduly burden the limited manpower and 
resources available. The adoption of such 
a procedure might well result in the proc¬ 


essing of a voluminous amount of mate¬ 
rial in which the public has little or no 
interest. For this reason and because the 
law in the area of Freedom of Informa¬ 
tion is rapidly evolving, it is thought ad¬ 
visable to make decisions on claims for 
confidentiality only when a request for a 
document is received. 

17. A number of comments have been 
received about the 10-day notice period 
contained in § 1015.17 (now § 1015.18 
(b)) for informing a submitter of in¬ 
formation that material claimed by him 
or her to be confidential will be released. 
The commenters believed that the 10- 
day notice period should be extended to 
30 days as provided for in section 6(b) 
(1) of the CPS A. Another commenter 
though that section 6(b)(1) which re¬ 
quires '.hat the Commission determine 
that information released is fair and 
accurate should be applied to the release 
of Commision accident reports and re¬ 
search reports under section 25(c) of the 
CPSA. 

The 30-day notice period in section 6 
(b)(1) is not considered applicable to 
Freedom of Information requests. The 
30-day notice period is applicable only 
when the Commission affirmatively re¬ 
leases information to the public. An ex¬ 
ample of when section 6(b)(1) would be 
applicable is when the Commission is¬ 
sues a press release about a manufac¬ 
turer’s product. The Commission’s inter¬ 
pretation of section 6(b) (1) is currently 
the subject of litigation. 

18. On commenter thought that the 
ten-day notice period in § 1015.17(c) was 
not clear. 

The ten-day notice requirement now 
contained in § 1015.18(b) refers to calen¬ 
dar days. 

19. Some commenters were critical cf 
section 1015 20 which provides for the 
disclosure of accident or investigation 
reports under section 25(c)(1) of the 
CPSA. The commenters believed that 
S 1015.20 which covers reports prer~::l 
by “agents” of the Commission was an 
unlawful extension o.“ section 25(c)(1) 
which is limited to reports prerared by 
an officer or employee of the Commis¬ 
sion. Other commenters believed that 
§ 1015.20 should be amended to provide 
that accident reports prepared by manu¬ 
facturers were not covered because of the 
potential adverse publicity involve' 1 ard 
because some complaints may be com¬ 
pletely unfounded. Finally, some coir- 
ments expressed concern about the re¬ 
lease of trade secrets or other confiden¬ 
tial material contained in reports. 

The Commission believes that section 
25 f c)(l) should be interpreted liberally 
so that accident reports, whether they 
are prepared by employees of tLc Com¬ 
mission or by agents of the Commission, 
are accorded equal treatment. Because 
of limited manpower, the Commission 
often contracts with state or locrl ~ov- 
emment uni's to assist the Commiss n 
in the investigation of accidents. This 
type of cooperation between the states 
and the Commission is expressly pro¬ 
vided for in section 29(a) of the CPSA. 
To accord different treatment to acci¬ 
dent reports prepared by a state em¬ 


ployee under contract to the Commit .ion 
wc: 1 not foster the purpose of section 
25(0, namely, to release accident infor¬ 
mal icn but preserve the identity of the 
victim and the treating physician. 

Reports on accidents prepared by 
manufacturers aie subject to disclosure 
under the Freedom of Information Act. 
However, when the release of the vic¬ 
tim’s identity would result in an invasion 
of privacy, the identity of the victim is 
net disclosed. If an accident report con¬ 
tains trade secret or other confidential 
data, the Commission deletes this infor¬ 
mation before releasing the report to the 
public. 

This decision of the Commission to 
release a manufacturer’s accident re¬ 
ports is now the subject of litigation. 

20. One commenter suggested th. . the 
regulations be amended to provide a pro¬ 
cedure for compensation if confidential 
information is released by the Commis¬ 
sion. 

The Commission does not believe it is 
necessary cr legally permissible to include 
a provision for payment of compensa¬ 
tion if confidential information i3 re¬ 
leased by the Commission. The practice 
of the Commission has been to notify an 
individual or a ccmppny, prior to disclo¬ 
sure, of its decision to release matcri-l 
claimed to be confidential. The individ¬ 
ual or company is given 10 days to seek 
judicial relief if he or she believes the 
Commission has erred. Refer to § 1015.18 
(b) of the regulations. 

21. Some commenters stated that the 
exemptions from disclosure contained in 
subsection (b) of the Freedom of Infor¬ 
mation Act are mandatory and that the 
regul tions should be revised to reflect 
this fact. 

The Freedom of Information Act ex¬ 
emptions from disclosure are discretion¬ 
ary. not mandatory. One has to look at 
other statutes to determine if disclosure 
is prohibited. (Charles River Park “A” 
Inc. v. Department of Housing and Ur¬ 
ban Development. 519 F. 2d 935, 941 
(D.C. Cir. 1975).) 

22. One commenter stated that the 
regulations should be amended to pro¬ 
vide that trade secrets and confidential 
information should not be available to 
Commission contractors and offerors. 

The Commission cannot accept this 
comment. The Commission is legally au¬ 
thorized. as are other government cr^n- 
cies, to disclose trade secrets and other 
confidential information to its consul¬ 
tants and contractors. See. § 1015.11 of 
the regulations. Section 7 offerors ore 
ordinarily not provided with data 
claimed to be confidential because of the 
public nature of the development process. 
If information claimed to be confiden- 
tiol is needed In the development of a 
safety standard, adequate measures will 
be taken to insure its confidentiality. 

24. One commenter suggested that in¬ 
formation submitted to the Commission 
pursuant to our recordkeeping require¬ 
ments should not be disclosed to the pub¬ 
lic without first giving notice to the per¬ 
son submitting the information even 
though that person did not accompany 
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his submission with a request that the 
material be kept confidential. 

New § 1015.17 explicitly requires that 
the person submitting information ac¬ 
company his or her submitted with a re¬ 
quest for confidential treatment. The 
failure to do so is considered an acknowl¬ 
edgement that the submitter does not 
wish to claim confidential treatment. In 
addition, the Commission believes that 
the treatent of consumer complaints sub¬ 
mitted pursuant to our proposed record¬ 
keeping requirements would best be con¬ 
sidered at the time the final recordkeep¬ 
ing requirements are considered by the 
Commission. 

25. One commenter suggested that the 
regulations be revised to require a per¬ 
son submitting information to prepare a 
detailed justification for claiming confi¬ 
dentiality and that the failure to do so 
would result in the information being 
disclosed. The same commenter also sug¬ 
gested that the submitter be required to 
index and itemize the material claimed 
to be confidential and that the Commis¬ 
sion's public reference room should 
maintain a file on claims of confiden¬ 
tiality. 

With some modifications, two of the 
above suggestions were adopted by the 
Commission. The new § 1015.17 requires 
a person claiming confidentiality to give 
specific facts about his or her claim. This 
new requirement was added because the 
Commission has received a significant 
number of claims for confidentiality that 
merely contained general vague reasons 
for asserting the claim and failed to indi¬ 
cate specifically what material was 
claimed to be confidential. The failure to 
indicate specifically what material was 
claimed to be confidential was especially 
troublesome when a large amount of ma¬ 
terial was involved. In those instances, 
the Commission attempted on its own to 
determine what data were being claimed 
confidential. The Commission’s experi¬ 
ence with the new requirement of spec¬ 
ificity has indicated that it is working 
well. 

The suggestion that an index of claims 
for confidentiality be established in the 
Commission’s public reference room was 
rejected because of the manpower and 
expense involved. However, whenever 
the Commission decides that data is con¬ 
fidential, the requester, in accordance 
with § 1015.18(a), is provided with a de¬ 
scription or index of the confidential 
data. 

26. One commenter believed that a 
more limited disclosure policy should be 
adopted for information voluntarily sub¬ 
mitted to the Commission and that infor¬ 
mation voluntarily submitted should be 
permitted to be withdrawn if the Com¬ 
mission finds that it is disclosable. 

The Commission is legally required to 
treat all commercial information re¬ 
ceived from outside sources, whether vol¬ 
untarily submitted or submitted pursuant 
to a subpoena or order, on the same ba¬ 
sis. See, National Parks and Conserva¬ 
tion Association v. Morton, 498 P. 2d 
765, 770 (D.C. Cir. 1974). The Commis¬ 
sion expressly stated in new $ 1015.18(b) 
that information submitted to the Com¬ 


mission will not be returned to the sub¬ 
mitter because the return of information 
would circumvent the intent of the Free¬ 
dom of Information Act. 

27. One commenter suggested that the 
regulations be amended to provide for 
the automatic release of the majority of 
information submitted in accordance 
with 16 CFR 1115.7(a) for reporting a 
substantial product hazard. Specifically, 
that all information in the following cat¬ 
egories of 16 CFR 1115.7(a) be disclosed: 
(1). (2), (3), (4), (6). (7), (8), (9). (12). 
(13), (14), (15). (19), (20), (21), and 
(22). These categories cover such items 
as: name of product, manufacturer, na¬ 
ture of the suspected hazard or potential 
hazard, the number of units involved and 
efforts being made by the person report¬ 
ing to correct the problem. 

The Commission does not believe there 
is a need to state categorically the cer¬ 
tain types of information in a given situ¬ 
ation, such as reporting a substantial 
product hazard, are automatically dis¬ 
closable. Although ordinarily the cate¬ 
gories of information described above 
would be subject to disclosure, an unusual 
situation may arise where a person could 
validly claim confidentiality for such 
information. 

28. Finally, a number of commenters 
criticized the failure of the Commission 
to provide the right of appeal to a sub¬ 
mitter of information whose claim of 
confidentiality is denied by the Secretary. 

This comment was given very serious 
consideration. The arguments in favor of 
allowing an appeal are: (a) it would 
afford equal treatment to the submitter 
of information since a requester is al¬ 
lowed an appeal and (b) it would afford 
the Commissioners an opportunity to 
decide novel policy Issues that otherwise 
might not be decided by them. 

The principal argument against an ap¬ 
peal is that it would violate the intent 
of the Freedom of Information Act 
amendments requiring that a decision be 
made on a request for documents within 
10 working days and that actual disclo¬ 
sure be made promptly thereafter. A 
limited review of other federal agencies’ 
regulations disclosed only one instance 
where a submitter of data was allowed 
an appeal. This is in the Office of the 
Federal Contract Compliance, Depart¬ 
ment of Labor. Refer, 41 CFR S. 60-60.4 
(d). The real disadvantage in allowing 
an appeal is that it may be used to 
thwart prompt disclosure when there is 
really no policy or legal issue involved. 

On balance, it appears to be better not 
to allow an appeal by a submitter of in¬ 
formation. In those rare instances when 
a novel policy issue is involved, the mat¬ 
ter can be referred at the discretion of 
the Secretary directly to the Commis¬ 
sioners for final decision. This has been 
done in a few cases without any preju¬ 
dice to the rights of the submitter of 
information or the reqeuster. 

The Commission solicits comments by 
May 20, 1976 on the new sections of the 
final regulations proposed below. In sub¬ 
mitting any comments, your attention 
is directed to three new sections of the 
proposed final regulations: (1) section 


1015.17 requiring the submission of 
claims of confidentiality in a prescribed 
format at the time information is sub¬ 
mitted to the Commission. The penalty 
for failure to do so is forfeiture of the 
claim; (2) section 1015.15(c) which calls 
for the release of draft documents by 
the Commission: and (3) section 1015.11 
which deals with the disclosure of trade 
secrets to consultants and contractors 
Comments and any accompanying mate¬ 
rial or data should be submitted ad¬ 
dressed to the Secretary, Consumer 
Product Safety Commission. Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20207. 

After consideration of any comments 
received, the Commission intends to 
publish these regulations as final 30 days 
after the comment period ends. In the 
interim before final regulations are pub¬ 
lished, the Commission will be bound by 
its interim regulations published at 39 
FR 30298 (August 21. 1974) as well as 
by the sections of these regulations 
which are mandated by the 1974 
Amendments to the Freedom of Infor¬ 
mation Act and which the Commission 
has been following in practice. 

The Commission has considered the 
request for a hearing on the regula¬ 
tions but concludes that written com¬ 
ments should provide adequate public 
participation. 

Accordingly, under provisions ol the 
Consumer Product Safety Act (86 Stat. 
1207: 15 U.S.C. 2051). the Federal Haz¬ 
ardous Substances Act (74 Stat. 372 a* 
amended; 15 U.S.C. 2161), the Poison 
Prevention Packaging Act of 1970 (84 
Stat. 1070; 15 U.S.C. 1471); the Refrig¬ 
erator Safety Act (70 Stat. 953; 15 U.S.C. 
1211), the Flammable Fabrics Act (67 
Stat. 11 as amended; 15 U.S.C. 1191 > 
and the Public Information Act (Free¬ 
dom of Information Act as amended) 6 
U.S.C. 552, the Commission proposes to 
add a new Part 1015 to Title 16. Chapter 
II, Subchapter A. as follows: 

PART 1015—PROCEDURES FOR DISCLa 
SURE OR PRODUCTION OF INFORMA 
TION UNDER THE FREEDOM OF INFOR 
MATION ACT 

Subpart A—Production or Disclosure 
Under 5 U.S.C. 552(a) 

1016.1 Purpose and scope. 

1016.2 Public reference facilities. 

1016.3 Requests for records and copies 

1016.4 Responses to requests for record* 

responsibility. 

1016.6 Time limitations on responses to 
requests for records. 

1016.6 Responses: form and content. 

1016.7 Appeals to the Commissioners from 

initial denials; reconsideration 
by the Secretary. 

1015.8 Requests received during th«* 

course of administrative hear¬ 
ings. 

1015.9 Pees for production of records. 

1015.10 Commission report of actions to 

Congress. 

1016.11 Disclosure of trade secrets to con¬ 

sultants and contractors; non¬ 
disclosure to advisory committee* 
and other Government agencies 

1016.12 Disclosure to Congress. 
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Subpart D—Exemptions fiom Production 

ana Disclosure under 5 U S C. 552(b) 
Sec. 

1015.15 Purpose and sco^e. 

1015.16 Exemptions (5 U.S.C. 552(b)). 

1015.17 Information submitted to the Com¬ 

mission; request for treatment 
as exempt material. 

1015.18 Decisions on requests for exemption 

from disclosure under 5 U.S.C. 552 
(b)(4). 

Subpart C —Disclosure of Comm'ssron Accident 

or Investigate Repot ts Under 15 U.S.C. 

2074(c) 

1015.20 Public availability of accident or in¬ 
vestigation reports. 

Authority: 83 Stat. 1207; (15 U.S.C. 2051). 
74 Stat. 372 as amended; (15 U.S.C. 1261), 
84 Stat. 1670; (15 U.S.C. 1471). 70 Stat. 053; 
(15 U.S.C. 1211). 68 Stat. 11 as amended; (15 
U.S.C. 1191), 81 Stat. 54 as amended (5 
U.S.C. 652). 

Subpart A—Production or Disclosure 
Under 5 U.S.C. 552(a) 

§ 1015.1 Purpose and scope. 

(a) The regulations of this subpart 
provide information concerning the pro¬ 
cedures by which Consumer Product 
Safety Commission records may be made 
available for inspection and the proce¬ 
dures for obtaining copies of records 
from the Consumer Product Safety Com¬ 
mission. Official records of the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission consist of 
all documentary material maintained by 
the Commission in connection with its 
responsibilities and functions under the 
Consumer Product Safety Act. Commis¬ 
sion records include records transferred 
to the Commission under the Federal 
Hazardous Substances Act, Poison Pre¬ 
vention Packaging Act of 1970, Refrig¬ 
erator Safety Act, and Flammable Fab¬ 
rics Act, as well as records maintained 
under any other authorized activity. Of¬ 
ficial records do not, however, include 
objects or articles such as tangible ex¬ 
hibits, samples, models, equipment, or 
other items of valuable property; books, 
magazines, or other reference material: 
or documents routinely distributed by 
the Commission in the normal course of 
business such as copies of Federal Reg¬ 
ister notices, pamphlets, and laws. Offi¬ 
cial records include only existing rec¬ 
ords. Official records of the Commission 
made available under the retirements 
of the Freedom of Information Act (5 
U.S.C. 552) shall be furnished to the 
public as prescribed by this Part 1015. 
A request for records that are contained 
in the Commission’s system of records 
under the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C. 552a) 
will be considered a request for records 
under the Privacy Act and not under 
the Freedom of Information Act. Docu¬ 
ments routines distributed to the public 
in the normal course of. business will 
continue to be furnished to the public by 
employees of the Commission informally 
and without compliance with the proce¬ 
dures prescribed herein. 

(b) The Commission's policy with re¬ 
spect to requests for records is that dis¬ 
closure is the rule and withholding is 
the exception. All records not exempt 
from disclosure will be made available. 
Moreover, records which may be ex¬ 
empted from disclosure will be made 


available as a matter of discretion when 
disclosure is not prohibited by law. or is 
not against the public interest. Section 
6(a) (2) of the Consumer Product Safety 
Act, 15 U.S.C. 2055(a) (2) . prohibits the 
disclosure of trade secrets or other mat¬ 
ters referred to in 18 U.S.C. 1905. 

(c) The Attorney General’s Memo¬ 
randum on the 1974 Amendments to the 
Freedom of Information Act published 
in February, 1975 is available from the 
Superintendent of Documents and may 
be consulted in considering questions 
arising under the Freedom of Informa¬ 
tion Act. 

§ 1015.2 Public reference farilitie* 

The Consumer Product Safety Com¬ 
mission will maintain in a public refer¬ 
ence room or area the materials relating 
to the Consumer Product Safety Com¬ 
mission which are required by 5 U.S.C. 
552(a)(2) and 552(a)(5) to be made 
available for public inspection and copy¬ 
ing. The principal location will be in 
the Office of the Secretary. The address 
of this office is; 

Office of the Secretary. Consumer Product 

Safety Commission, 1750 K Street, N.W., 

Room 825, Washington, D.C. 20207. 

This public reference facility will main¬ 
tain and make available for public 
inspection any copying a current index 
of the materials available at that facil¬ 
ity which are required to be indexed by 
5 U.S.C. 552(a)(2). For the purpose of 
providing the opportunity for greater 
public access to records of the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission, the Com¬ 
mission may establish additional public 
reference facilities. Each such addi¬ 
tional reference facility wiil also main¬ 
tain and make available for public in¬ 
spection and copying a current index of 
the materials available at that facility 
which are required to be indexed by 5 
U.S.C. 552(a)(2). 

§ 1015.3 Requests for records and 
copies. 

(a) A request for access to records 
of the Commission shall be in writing 
addressed to the Secretary, Consumer 
Product Safety Commission, Washing¬ 
ton, D C. 20207. Any written request for 
records covered by this part shall be 
deemed to be a request for records pur¬ 
suant to the Freedom of Information 
Act, whether or not the Freedom of In¬ 
formation Act is mentioned in the re¬ 
quest. An oral request for records will 
not be considered a request for records 
pursuant to the Freedom of Information 
Act. Responses to oral requests for rec¬ 
ords shall be made as promptly as re¬ 
sources and time restraints permit. 

(b) A request for access to records 
must reasonably desciibe the records 
requested. Where possible, specific in¬ 
formation regarding dates, title, file des¬ 
ignations, and ether information which 
may help identify the records should be 
supplied by the requester. If the re¬ 
quest relates to a matter in pending liti¬ 
gation, where the Commission is a party, 
the court and its location should be iden¬ 
tified. Where the information supplied 
by the requester is not sufficient to per¬ 
mit identification and location of the 


records by Commission personnel with¬ 
out an unreasonable amount of effort, 
the requester will be contacted and 
asked to supply the .necessary informa¬ 
tion. Every reasonable effort shall be 
made by Commission personnel to as¬ 
sist in the identification and location of 
requested records. 

(c) If it is determined that a request 
would unduly burden or interfere with 
the operations of the Commission, the 
response shall so state and shall extend 
to the requester an opportunity to confer 
with appropriate Commission personnel 
in an attempt to reduce the request to 
manageable proportions by reformula¬ 
tion and by agreeing on an orderly pro¬ 
cedure for the production of the records. 

(d) If a requested record cannot be 
located from the information supplied, 
or is known to have been destroyed or 
otherwise disposed of, the requester shall 
be so notified by the Secretary or dele¬ 
gate of the Secretary. 

§ 1015.4 Rcuponsoa to for rec¬ 

ords ; responsibility. 

The ultimate responsibility for re¬ 
sponding to revquests for records is vested 
in the Secretary of the Consumer Prod¬ 
uct Safety Commission. The Secretary 
or delegate of the Secretary may re¬ 
spond directly or forward the request to 
any other office of the Commission for 
response. 

§ 1015.5 Time limitations on rcaponae* 
to requests for record*. 

(a) The Secretary or delegate of the 
Secretary shall respond to,all written re¬ 
quests for records with n ten (10) work¬ 
ing days (excepting Saturdays, Sundays, 
and legal public holidays). The time 
limitations on responses to requests for 
records shall begin to run as of the time 
a request for records is received by the 
Office of the Secretary and a date stamp 
notation placed directly on the request. 

(b) The time for responding to re¬ 
quests for records may be extended by 
the Secretary at the initial stage or by 
the Chairman of the Commission at the 
appellate stage up to an additional ten 
(10) working days under the following 
unusual circumstances: 

(1) The need to search for and col¬ 
lect the requested records from field fa¬ 
cilities or other establishments that arc 
separate from the Office of the Sec¬ 
retary. 

(2) The need to search for, collect and 
appropriately examine a voluminous 
amount of separate and distinct records 
which are demanded in a single request. 

(3) The need for consultation, which 
shall be conducted with all practicable 
spaed, with another agency having a 
substantial interest in the determina¬ 
tion of the request or among two or more 
components of the Commission staff 
having substantial subject matter inter¬ 
est therein. 

(c) Any extension of time must be ac¬ 
companied by written notice to the per¬ 
son making the request setting forth the 
reason(s) for such extension and the 
time within which a response is expected 
to be made. 
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§ 1015.6 Responses: form and content. 

(a) When a requested record has been 
identified and is available for disclosure, 
the requester shall either be supplied 
with a copy or notified as to where and 
when the record will be made available 
for inspection. If a requester desires to 
i aspect records at one of the regional of¬ 
fices of the Commission, the Secretary 
will ordinarily make the records avail¬ 
able at the requested regional office. If 
the payment of fees is required the re¬ 
quester shall be advised by the Secretary 
in writing of any applicable fees under 
§ 1015.9. 

(b) A response denying a written re¬ 
quest for a record shall be in writing 
signed by the Secretary or delegate of 
the Secretary and shall include: 

(1) The identity of each person re¬ 
sponsible for the denial. 

(2) A reference to the specific exemp¬ 
tion or exemptions under the Freedom of 
Information Act authorizing the with¬ 
holding of the record with a brief expla¬ 
nation of how the exemption applies to 
the record withheld; and 

(3) A statement that the denial may 
be appealed to the Commissioners of the 
Consumer Product Safety Commission. 
Any such appeal must be made within 
30 calendar days of receipt of the denial 
by the requester. 

(c) If no response is made within ten 
(10) working days or any extension 
thereof, the requester can consider his/ 
her administrative remedies exhausted 
and seek judicial relief in a United 
States District Court as specified in 5 
U.S.C. 552(a)(4)(B). When it appears 
that no response can be made to the 
requester within the applicable time 
limit, the Secretary or delegate of the 
Secretary may ask the requester to fore¬ 
go judicial relief until a response can 
be made. The Secretary or delegate of 
the Secretary shall inform the requester 
of the reason for the delay; of the date 
on which a response may be expected 
and of his/her right to seek judicial re¬ 
view as specified in 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(4) 
<b). 

§ 1015.7 Appeal* to the Commi.Hsionm 
from initial denial*; reconsideration 
by the Secretary. 

(a) When the Secretary or delegate 
of the Secretary has denied a request 
for records in whole or in part, the re¬ 
quester may, within 30 days of its re¬ 
ceipt, appeal the denial to the Commis¬ 
sioners of the Consumer Product Safety 
Commission by writing to the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission, attention of 
the Chairman, Washington, D.C. 20207. 

(b) The Commissioners, or the Secre¬ 
tary upon reconsideration, will act upon 
an appeal within 20 working days of its 
receipt. The time limitations on an ap¬ 
peal begin to run as of the time an ap¬ 
peal is received by the Office of the Chair¬ 
man and date stamped. Upon receipt of 
an appeal, the staff shall prepare a brief¬ 
ing package for the Commissioners set¬ 
ting forth the reasons for either disclos¬ 
ing or withholding the records. The 
briefing package shall be submitted to 


the Commissioners through the Secre¬ 
tary. 

(c) After reviewing the staff’s briefing 
package to the Commissioners, the Sec¬ 
retary will reconsider his/her initial de¬ 
nial. If the Secretary upon reconsidera¬ 
tion decides to release any or all of the 
information requested on appeal, an ap¬ 
peal as to the information released will 
be considered moot, and the Secretary 
will so inform the requester and submit¬ 
ter of the Information in accordance with 
8$ 1015.6(a) and 1015.18(b). If the Sec- 
missioners for a decision on the denial 
in whole or in part, the staff’s briefing 
package will be forwarded to the Com¬ 
missioners for a decision on the denial 
within the 20 day time limit or any ex¬ 
tension thereof in accordance with 
8 1015.5. 

(d) The Commissioners* action on ap¬ 
peal shall be in writing, signed by the 
Chairman of the Commission if the ap¬ 
peal is denied and shall identify the 
Commissioners who voted for a denial. 
A denial in whole or in part of a request 
on appeal shall set forth the exemption 
relied on, a brief explanation consistent 
with the purpose of the exemption of how 
the exemption applies to the records 
withheld, and the reasons for asserting 
it. A denial in whole or in part shall 
also inform the requester of his/her 
right to seek judicial review of the Com¬ 
mission’s final determination in' a 
United States District Court, as spec¬ 
ified in 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(4)(B). 

(e) If no response is made to the re¬ 
quester within 20 working days or any 
extension thereof, the requester can 
consider his/her administrative rem¬ 
edies exhausted and seek judicial re¬ 
lief in a United States District Court as 
specified in 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(4)(B). 
When no response can be made within 
the applicable time limit, the Chairman 
or delegate of the Chairman may ask 
the requester to forego judicial review 
until a response can be made. The 
Chairman or the Chairman’s delegate 
shall inform the requester of the reason 
for the delay, of the date on which a 
response may be expected, and of the 
requester’s right to seek judicial review 
as specified in 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(4)(B). 

(f) Copies of all appeals and copies of 
all actions on appeal shall be furnished 
to and maintained in a public file by 
the Secretary. 

§ 1015.8 Bequests received during the 
course of administrative hearing*. 

Requests received during the course 
of an administrative hearing for the dis¬ 
closure or production of Consumer 
Product Safety Commission records may 
be granted or denied by the Presiding 
Officer of that hearing. The decision of 
the Presiding Officer regarding such a 
request may be appealed to the Com¬ 
missioners in accordance with the proce¬ 
dures contained in sec. 1015.7. If the 
rules of practice governing the conduct 
of the hearing at which a request for 
Commission records is made contain con¬ 
flicting procedures for the disclosure 
or production of Commission records, 


such procedures shall take precedence 
over the procedures contained in this 
Part 1015. 


§ 1015.9 Fees for production of records. 

(a) Fees shall be charged in accord¬ 
ance with the schedule contained in 
paragraph (f) of this section for serv¬ 
ices rendered in responding to requests 
for Consumer Product Safety Commis¬ 
sion records under this subpart; however 
certain information provided routinely 
in the normal course of doing business 
will be provided at no charge. 

<b) Fees may be determined and le¬ 
vied only by the Secretary or delegate 
of the Secretary. The Secretary may 
waive or reduce fees beyond the waiver 
provisions of subsection (c) when the 
furnishing of the information can be con¬ 
sidered as primarily benefiting the gen¬ 
eral public or when special circumstances 
warrant. The Secretary’s determination 
may be appealed to the Commissioners 
in the same manner as appeals from 
denials under § 1015.7. 

(c) There shall be no fee charged for 
services rendered in connection with the 
production or disclosure of records unless 
the charges, calculated according to the 
schedule contained in paragraph (f) of 
this section, exceed the sum of $25.00. 
Where the charges are calculated to be 
an amount in excess of $25.00, the fee 
charged shall be the difference between 
$25.00 and the calculated charges. 

(d) No fee shall be levied where the 
records requested are not provided or 
made available. 

(e) The payment of fees should be 
made by check or money order payable 
to the Consumer Product Safety Com¬ 
mission. 

(f) The schedule of charges for serv¬ 
ices regarding the production or dis¬ 
closure of Consumer Product Safety 
Commission records is as follows: 

(1) Search for records and informa¬ 
tion (calculated from the time when the 
person making the search obtains the 
relevant files and begins the actual 
search) $1.50 per one-quarter hour. 

(2) Computer time: 


Central processing 

Unit .. 

Card reader_ 

Card punching_ 

Printer _ 

Tape or disk_ 


Minimum charge_ 


Charge 

$6 per minute. 

$1 per 1,000 cards. 
$3 per 1,000 cards. 
$0.90 per 1,000 lines. 
$0.40 per 1,000 num¬ 
ber of reads or 
line. 

$1.50. 


Nothing in this paragraph shall be con¬ 
strued to entitle any person, as of right, 
to anv services in connection with 
computerized records, other than serv¬ 
ices to which such person may be entitled 
under 5 U.S.C. 552. 

(3) Reproduction, duplication, or 
copying of records: 10 cents for each 
page. 

(4) Postage: Actual cost. 


§ 1015.10 Commission report of action* 
to Congress. 

On or before March 1 of each calen¬ 
dar year, the Commission shall submit 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 77—-TUESDAY, APRIL 20, 1976 











16578 


PROPOSED RULES 


a report of its activities with regard to 
freedom of information requests during 
the preceding calendar year to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives 
and to the President of the Senate. This 
report shall in: lude: 

(a) The number of determinations 
made by the Commission not to comply 
with requests for records made to the 
Commission under the provisions of this 
part and the reasons for each such deter¬ 
mination. 

<b) The number of appeals made by 
persons under such provisions, the result 
of such appeals, and the reason for the 
action upon each appeal that results in 
a denial of information. 

(c) The names and titles or positions 
of each person re?ponsible for the denial 
of records requested under the provisions 
of this part and the number of instance 
of participation for e^ch. 

<d) The results of each proceeding 
conducted pursuant to subse tion <a> (4) 

(f) of the FOIA, as amended November 
21. 1974, including a report of the dis¬ 
ciplinary action taken against the officer 
or employee who was primarily respon¬ 
sible for improperly withholding records 
or an explanation of why disciplinary 
action was not taken. 

(e) A copy of every rule made by the 
Commission implementing the provisions 
of the FOIA. as amended November 21. 
1974. 

(f) A copy of the fee schedule and the 
total amount of fees collected by the 
agency for making records available un¬ 
der this section. 

(g) Such other information as indi¬ 
cates efforts to administer fullv the pro¬ 
visions of the FOIA, as amended. 

§ 1015.11 Disclosure of trade secrets to 
consultants and contractors: non¬ 
disclosure to advisory com mil tees 
and oilier government agencies. 

(a) In accordance with section 6(a) 
(2) of the CPSA. the Commission may 
disclose information which it h?s deter¬ 
mined to be a trade secret under 5 U.S.C. 
552(b) (4) to Commission consultants 
and contractors for use only in their 
work for the Commission. Such persons 
are subject to the same restrictions with 
respect to disclosure of such information 
as any Commission employee. 

(b) In accordance with section 6(a) 
(2) of the CPSA. the Commission is 
prohibited from disclosing information 
which it has determined to be a trade 
secret under 5 U.S.C. 552(b) (4) to 
advisory committees, except when re¬ 
quired in the official conduct of their 
business, or to other Federal agencies 
and state and local governments. 

§1015.12 Disclosure to Congrcw. 

(a) All records of the Commission 
shall be disclosed to Congress upon a 
request made by the chairman of a 
committee or subcommittee of Congress 
acting pursuant to committee business 
and having Jurisdiction over matter 
about which information is requested. 

<b) An individual member of Con¬ 
gress who requests a record for his or 
her personal use or on behalf of any 


constituted shalll be subject to the 
same rules that apply to members of 
the general public. 

Subpart B—Exemptions From Production 

and r«sc!osure Under 5 U.S.C. 552(b) 

§ 1015.15 Purpose and scope. 

(a) The regulations of this subpart 
provide information concerning the 
types of records which may be with¬ 
held from production and disclosure 
by the Consumer Product Safety Com¬ 
mission. These regulations also provide 
information on the method whereby 
persons submitting information to the 
Commission may request that the in¬ 
formation be considered exempt from 
disclosure, and information concerning 
the Commission’s treatment of docu¬ 
ments submitted with a request that 
they be treated as exempt from dis¬ 
closure. 

<b) No identifiable record requested 
in accordance with the procedures con¬ 
tained in this part shall be withheld from 
disclosure unless it faffs within one of 
the classes of records exempt under 5 
U.S.C. 552(b). To the extent permitted 
by law, the Commission will make avail¬ 
able records authorized to be withheld 
under 5 U.S.C. 532(b) whenever the Com¬ 
mission determines that disclosure is not 
against the public interest. Section 6<a) 
(2) of the Consumer Product Safety Act, 
15 U S.C. 2355(a) (2), prohibits the dis¬ 
closure of trade secrets or other matters 
referred to in 18 U.S.C. 1905. 

(c) In keeping with its openness 
policy, the Commission will generally re¬ 
lease drafts of its internal documents 
upon request even though those drafts 
would ordinarily be exempt from dis¬ 
closure under 5 U.S.C. 552(b) (5>. A draft 
of an internal document generally means 
any preliminary or incomplete version 
of a proposed cr final rulemaking notice, 
a statement of interpretation or policy 
or a report or analysis. In order to avoid 
any misunderstanding of the preliminary 
nature of a draft document, the Commis¬ 
sion wi’l release a prepared statement 
with the draft describing its tentative 
nature. The Commission will also release 
upon request documents or briefing 
packages which have been completed by 
the staff but not approved by the Com¬ 
mission. These documents will be marked 
to indicate that they have not been ap¬ 
proved by the Commission and will be 
publicly available when forwarded by the 
Secretary’s Office to the Commissioners. 

(d) The exemptions contained in 
§ 1015.16 are as contained in 5 U.S.C. 552 

(b). These exemptions will be interpreted 
in accordance with the applicable law at 
the time a request for production or dis¬ 
closure is considered. 

§1015.16 Exemptions (5 U.S.C 
552(b)). 

(a) Records specifically authorized 
under criteria established by an Execu¬ 
tive order to be kept secret in the in¬ 
terest of national defense or foreign 
policy and are in fact properly classi¬ 
fied pursuant to such Executive order. 


(b) Records related solely to the in¬ 
ternal personnel rules and practices of 
the Commission. 

(c) Records specifically exempted 
from disclosure by statute. 

(d) Trade secrets and commercial 
or financial information obtained from 
a person and privileged or confidential. 

<e) Inter-agency or intra-agency 
memoranda or letters which would not 
be available by law to a party other 
than an agency in litigation with the 
agency. 

(f) Personnel and medical files and 
rimilar files the disclosure of which 
would constitute a clearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy. 

<g) Investigatory records compiled 
for law enforcement rurposcs, but onlv 
to the extent that the production of 
such records would (i) interfere with 
enforcement proceedings (ii> deprive 
a person of a right to a fair tidal or an 
impartial ad udication. (iff) constitute 
an unwarranted invasion of personal 
privacy. Civ) disclose the identity of a 
confidential source and. in the case of 
a record corny ffed by a criminal law en¬ 
forcement authority in the course of a 
criminal investigation, or by an agency 
conducting a lawful national security 
intelligence investigation, confidential 
information furnished only by the con¬ 
fidential source, (v) disclose investiga¬ 
tive techniques and procedures, or <vi> 
endanger the life or physical safety of 
law enforcement personnel. 

(h) Records contained in or related 
to examinations, operating, or condi¬ 
tion reports prepared by, on behalf of. 
or for the use of an agency responsible 
for the regulation or supervision of 
financial institutions. 

(i) Records of geological and geo¬ 
physical information and data, in¬ 
cluding maps, concerning wells. 

§ 1015.17 Information submitted to the 
Uomminsion; requests for treatment 
n m exempt material. 

(a) A person who is submitting infor¬ 
mation to the Commission, after b~ing 
notified by the Commission of his/her 
opportunity to request confidential treat¬ 
ment for information, must accompany 
the submission with a request that the 
information be considered exempt from 
disclosure or indicate that a request will 
be submitted within 10 working days of 
the submission. The failure to make a 
request within the prescribed time limit 
will be considered an acknowledgement 
that the submitter does not wish to 
claim exempt status. 

<b) A person who has previously sub¬ 
mitted information to the Commission 
that i 3 now the subject of a Freedom of 
Information request, after being notified 
by the Commission of his/her opportu¬ 
nity to request confidential treatment for 
the information, must submit a request 
that the information be considered ex¬ 
empt from disclosure within 5 working 
days from receipt of notification. The 
failure to make a request within the pre¬ 
scribed time limit will be considered an 
acknowledgement that the submitter 
does not wish to claim exempt status. 
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<c) Each request for exemption from 
disclosure under 5 UJ5.C. 552(b) (4) as a 
trade secret or privileged or confidential 
commercial or financial information 
must: 

(1) Specifically identify the exact por¬ 
tion (s) of the document claimed to be 
confidential; 

(2) State whether the information 
claimed to be confidential has ever been 
released in any manner to a person who 
was not an employee or in a confidential 
relationship with the company; 

(3) State whether the information so 
specified is commonly known within the 
industry or is readily ascertainable by 
outside persons with a minimum of time 
and effort; 

(4) State how release of the informa¬ 
tion so specified would be likely to cause 
substantial harm to the company’s com¬ 
petitive position; and 

(5) State whether the submitter is au¬ 
thorized to make claims of confidenti¬ 
ality on behalf of the person or organi¬ 
zation concerned. 

(d) Material received with a request 
thH it be considered exemct shall not be 
maintained in a public file. If, in com¬ 
plying with a request for the disclosure 
of records, it is determined that some 
or all of the material relative to the re¬ 
quest has been claimed to be exempt 
from disclosure, the requester wifi be 
supplied with a list of this material and 
informed that those portions found not 
to be exempt will be made available as 
soon as possible. 

(e) No request for exemotion from dis¬ 
closure under 5 U.S.C. 552(b>(4) should 
be made by any person who does not 
intend in good faith to assist the Com¬ 
mission in the defense of anv iudic’al 
proceeding that might thereafter be 
brought to compel the disclosure of in¬ 
formation which the Commission has de¬ 
termined to be a trade secret or privi¬ 
leged or confidential commercial or fi¬ 
nancial information. 

§ 1015.18 Derisions on requests for ex¬ 
emption from disclosure under 5 
U.S.C. 552(b)(4). 

(a) The Commission generally will not 
decide whether material received with a 
reouest for exemption from disclosure 
under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(4) is entitled to 
be withheld until a request for produc¬ 
tion or disclosure is m«de for th°t in¬ 
formation. The determination will be 
based on the most authoritative judicial 
interpretations available at the time a 
request for disclosure or production is 
considered. Any reasonably segregable 
portion of a record will be disclosed to 
any person requesting such record after 
deletion of any portions determined to 
be exempt under 5 U S.C, 552(b) <4). The 
requester will be given a brief descrin- 
tion of any information found to be 
exempt. 

(b) If material received with a request 
for exemption from disclosure under 5 
U.S.C. 552(b) (4) is found to be disen¬ 
able, in whole or in part, the person sub¬ 
mitting the material will be notified in 
writing and given 10 calendar days from 
the receipt of the letter to seek judicial 


relief. In no event, however will the 
material be returned to the person sub¬ 
mitting it. 

Subpart C—Disclosure of Commission Ac¬ 
cident or Investigation Reports Under 15 
U.S.C. 2074(c) 

§ 1015.20 Public availability of accident 
or investigation reports. 

(a) Accident or investigation reports 
made by an officer, employee, or agent 
of the Commission are available to the 
public under the procedures set forth in 
Subpart A of this Part 1015. No portion 
of such records is subject to the investi¬ 
gatory file exemption contained in the 
Freedom of Information Act (as restated 
in § 1015.16) except that portions iden¬ 
tifying any injured person or any person 
treating such injured person will be de¬ 
leted in accordance with section 25(c) (1) 
of the CPSA. Where disclosure of an acci¬ 
dent or investigation report is requested 
by supplying the name of the person in¬ 
jured or other details of a specific acci¬ 
dent (other than cases where the report 
is requested by the injured person or the 
injured person’s legal representative) f 
the Commission will offer to obtain the 
written consent of the injured party or 
the injured party’s representative to the 
disclosure of the report without deleting 
the party’s identity. No deletion of iden¬ 
tifying portions of such reports or refusal 
to disclosure without the Commission 
having first obtained written consent 
shall be considered as a denial by the 
Commission of disclosure of Commission 
records. 

(b) Research reports, demonstration 
reports, and reports of other related ac¬ 
tivities of the Commission are available 
to the public under the procedures set 
forth in Subpart A of this Part 1015. 

Dated: April 14, 1976. 

Sadye E. Dunn, 
Secretary, Consumer Product 

Safety Commission. 

|FR Doc.76-11282 Filed 4-10-76;8:45 ami 


POSTAL SERVICE 

^ [ 39 CFR Part 111 ] 

BULK THIRD CLASS MAIL 

Reporting on or Segregating Local Mail 

In order to assure collection of reliable 
data for purposes of revenue and cost 
analysis, the U.S. Postal Service is con¬ 
sidering amending § 134.43 of the Postal 
Service Manual to require mailers of 
third-class bulk mail at certain post of¬ 
fices to u~c Postal Service Form 3602— 
Statement of Mailing with Permit Im¬ 
prints—to report separately the number 
of pieces in each mailing that are ad¬ 
dressed for delivery by the post office 
where the permit imurint was issued. Al¬ 
ternatively, such mailers could segregate 
tliis local mail from the rest of the mail¬ 
ing in separate trays, so that the accept¬ 
ing postal employee could easily ascer¬ 
tain and record the weight of the local 
component of the mailing. 

The mailers affected are those who 
present their mailings at the 581 post of¬ 


fices selected for sampling of third-class 
bulk mail. This is a stratified random 
sample that includes all of the 279 post 
offices with third-class bulk revenues of 
over $400,000 per year, plus a representa¬ 
tive sample of smaller offices. Mailers 
are urged to contact their postmasters to 
ascertain if their particular post office is 
a designated office for this purpose. 

'The Postal Service has a standing need 
for this data in its Revenue and Cost 
Analysis System. In the past, postal em¬ 
ployees in the sample offices have ob¬ 
tained this information by opening sacks 
or by examining the sack labels. This 
process has been found to be costly and 
disruptive of postal operations to the 
detriment of the Service and of the mail¬ 
ers since it frequently causes delays. 

The Postal Service believes that more 
accurate information can be collected, 
and that it wifi be more efficient and 
beneflical to all parties if the mailer, at 
his convenience, either reports directly 
on PS Form 3692 the number of pieces 
addressed for local delivery, or segre¬ 
gates the local mail component In sepa- 
ra te trays. PS Form 3602 presently has a 
blank space labeled “For RCA Offices.” 
This space would be used if the contem¬ 
plated amendment is adopted. 

Interested persons who wish to do so 
may submit written data, views, or argu¬ 
ments concerning the proposed revised 
regulation to the Director, Office of Mail 
Classification, Rates and Classification 
Department, U S. Postal Service, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20260. All comments re¬ 
ceived on or before Mav 20, 1976, will be 
considered by the Postal Service before 
taking action on the ^rono co d rule. 

Accordingly, aUhcugh exempt from the 
requirements of the Adnvnistrative 
Procedure Act (5 U.S.C, 553 (b), (c) re¬ 
garding proposed ride making. **9 U s c. 
410(a), the Postal Service invites pub¬ 
lic comment on the following proposed 
revision of the Postal Service Manual: 

Part 134—Third Class 

In 134.43 of the Postal Service Manual acid 
new .436 reading as fofiows: 

134.43 Preparation by the Mailer of Pieces 
in Packages and Sacks 

• • • • • 

.430 Packages and Sacks 

• m m m • 

f. Local Packages and Sacks (for designated 
offices only). (1) Packages or Trays. All 
pieces of mall addressed for delivery by the 
office that issued the permit Imprint must 
bo presented separately In packages or 
trays. The packages or trays mu e t be pre¬ 
sorted by 5-dlgit ZIP Code delivery unit 
when the city Is a multl-Z T P po^t office and 
there are ten cr more Individually addressed 
pieces to each and/or any of the delivery 
units. 

(2) Sacks. When there are enough pack¬ 
ages to fill at least one third of a sack, 
the sack will be labeled to the local post 
office and presented separately. 

(3) Mailers who prefer to report directly 
on Form 3602 (In box marked "For RCA 
Offices”) the number of pieces addressed for 
local delivery, will not have to eeoarate the 
lo~al mail nhysiealiy from the nonf local 
mail otherwise required In (1) or (2) above. 

An appropriate amendment to 39 CFR 
111.3 to reflect these changes will be 
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published after adoption of the proposal. 
(39 U.S.C. 401). 

Roger P. Craig. 
Deputy General Ccuiisel. 
[FR Doc.76-11320 Filed 4-19-76;8:46 am] 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

[ 13 CFR Part 107 ] 

SMALL BUSINESS INVESTMENT 
COMPANIES 

Extension of Comment Period 

On March 1. 1976. notice of a proposed 
amendment to § 107.201. Part 107 of 
Chapter I, Title 13 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, Volume 41. No. 41. Page 
8800. Comments on the proposed rule- 
making were solicited for a period of 30 
days. The period for comments expired 
March 31. 1976. 


In view of the importance of the pro¬ 
posed amendment and the widespread 
interest shown, it has b?en deemed ad¬ 
visable to extend the comment period. 

Accordingly, the peri 3d for comment 
on the proposed amendment to 13 CFR 
107.201(a)(2) as published on March 1, 
1976, is hereby extended to the close of 
business on April 20, 1976. Comments 
should be submitted in writing in tripli¬ 
cate, and addressed to the Associate Ad¬ 
ministrator for Finance and Investment. 
Small Business Administration. 1441 L 
Street, N.W., Waiinjtcn, D.C. 20416. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram 59.0111 Small Business Investment 
Companies.) 

Dated: April 9.1976. 

Mitchell P. Ktoelinski, 

Admviistraior . 

|FR Doc.70-11319 Filed 4-19-70;8:15 am] 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

(CM 6/451 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR U.S. PARTIC¬ 
IPATION IN THE UN CONFERENCE ON 

HUMAN SETTLEMENTS (HABITAT) 

Meeting 

A meeting of the Advisory Committee 
for U.S. Participation in the UN Confer¬ 
ence on Human Settlements ‘Habitat) 
will be held on May 10-11 in Room 1107 
at the Department of State. The meeting 
will be an open one and will begin at 
10:00 a.m. on both days. Those attending 
should use the entrance to the State De¬ 
partment at 22nd and C Streets, N.W. 

The agenda will include: Status Re¬ 
port on Conference Preparations Discus¬ 
sion of the final drafts of the three prin¬ 
cipal Conference documents: the Decla¬ 
ration of Principles; Recommendations 
for National Action: and a Program for 
International Cooj>eration. 

Members of the generaJ public may at¬ 
tend and participate in the discussion 
subject to instructions of the Chairman. 

For purposes of fulfilling building se¬ 
curity requirements, anyone wishing to 
attend the open session must advise the 
office of the Chairman by telephone in 
advance of the meeting. Telephone: 
<202) 632-0350. Members of the public 
will be accommodated up to the seating 
capacity of the meeting room. 

Dated: April 12, 1976. 

Donald M. Kkumm. 

Executive Secretary. 

|PR Doc.76-11334 Filed 4-19-76,8:45 am) 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Office of Foreign Assets Control 

STATEMENT OF ORGANIZATION 
Technical Changes 

The Statement of Organization of the 
Offiecce of Foreign Assets Control re¬ 
quired to be published pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 552(a)(1) (A), is being amended 
to reflect certain technical changes since 
its last publication in 40 FR 7687 (Feb¬ 
ruary 21, 1975). These changes reflect 
the inclusion of Viet-Nam and Cambodia 
in the schedule of 31 CFR 500.201. As 
amended, the Statement read*: 

Statement of Organization 

OFFICE OF FOREIGN ASSETS CONTROL 

The Office of Foreign Assets Control 
is established under Treasury Depart¬ 
ment Order No. 128 of December 14, 1950, 
as amended. The Office of Foreign As¬ 
sets Control is headed by a Director who 
reports to the Assistant Secretary (En¬ 


forcement. Operations and Tariff Af- 
airs). 

The Office administers controls over 
the assets in the United States of, and 
financial transactions by North Korea, 
North Viet-Nam. Cuba. Cambodia, South 
Viet-Nam, and their nationals for the 
purpose of preventing transactions which 
could be inimical to the interests of the 
United States. Similar controls which 
applied to the People’s Republic of Cliina 
have to a large extent been removed un¬ 
der general licenses. These licenses au¬ 
thorize all transactions except transac¬ 
tions with respect to Chinese property in 
the United States which was blocked as 
of May 6, 1971, and transactions abroad 
involving shipments of certain strategic 
merchandise < 31 CFR Part 500 >. Controls 
are also administered over the assets re¬ 
maining blocked under World War *11 
controls of Czechoslovakia. East Ger¬ 
many, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, and 
their nationals, and with respect to cer¬ 
tain scheduled securities (31 CFR Part 
520). In addition, the Office administers 
the Transaction Control Regulations (31 
CFR Part 505 > which prohibit persons in 
the United States from engaging in cer¬ 
tain transactions involving the shipment 
of certain strategic merchandise from 
foreign countries to Russia or other spe¬ 
cific Communist countries unless li¬ 
censed. A general license authorizes such 
transactions from certain countries upon 
specified conditions. 

The above controls are administered 
through a system of licenses, rulings and 
other documents (see 31 CFR Ch. V) 
pursuant to powers of the President un¬ 
der Section 5<b) of the Trading with the 
Enemy Act, as amended, and any procla¬ 
mations, orders, regulations, or rulings 
that have been or may be issued there¬ 
under. The Director of the Office of For¬ 
eign Assets Control has been delegated 
power to exercise or perform all author¬ 
ity, duties and functions which the Sec¬ 
retary of the Treasury is authorized or 
required to exercise or perform under 
Sections 3 and 5(b) of the Trading with 
the Enemy Act, as amended, and any 
proclamations, orders, regulations, or 
rulings that have been or may be issued 
thereunder. 

The Office also administers import and 
financial controls with respect to Rhode¬ 
sia (see CFR Part 530) pursuant to Exec¬ 
utive Orders Nos. 11322 and 11419 of 
1967 and 1968 respectively, which imple¬ 
ment United Nations Resolutions calling 
for the embargo against Rhodesia. 

The Office of Foreign Assets Control 
is represented in the field by the Fed¬ 
eral Reserve Bank of New York. Authori¬ 
ty to take final licensing action on cer¬ 
tain applications for specific licenses au¬ 


thorizing certain types of transactions 
prohibited by the Regulations is dele¬ 
gated to the Foreign Assets Control Divi¬ 
sion. Federal Reserve Bank of New York, 
subject to policies and procedures pre¬ 
scribed by the Office of Foreign Assets 
Control. 

The public may hi general secure any 
information or make submittals, re¬ 
quests. or petitions with respect to any 
Foreign Assets Control matters by com¬ 
municating through correspondence or 
by telephone or by coming in person or 
sending a representative either to the 
central office in Washington or to the 
Federal Reserve Bank of New York. 

Correspondence, with the exceptions 
of correspondence with respect to the 
Freedom of Information Act <5 U.S C. 
552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C. 552 
(a*), with the central office should be 
directed to the Office of Foreign Assets 
Control, United States Treasury Depart¬ 
ment. Wasihngton, D.C. 20220. Personal 
inquiries to the central office should be 
made to the Office of Foreign Assets Con¬ 
trol, 1331 G Street NW., Washington. 
D.C. All correspondence or inquiries to 
tlie Federal Reserve Bank of New York 
should be addressed as follows: Foreign 
Assets Control Division. Federal Reserve 
Bank of New York. 33 Liberty Street. 
New York. Now York 10045. All cor¬ 
respondence with respect to the Freedom 
of Information Act and Privacy Act 
should be addressed to the Office of the 
Secretary (31 CFR Part 1, Subpart A. 
Appendix A. paragraphs 1-3; 31 CFR 1.1 
(a)(12)). 

Stanley L. Sommerfield. 

Acting Director, 
Office of Foreign Assets Control 

Approved : 

David R. Macdonald, 

Assistant Secretary ( Enforce¬ 
ment , Operations and Tariff 
Affairs ). 

I PR Doc.76-11340 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Department of the Air Force 

TINKER AIR FORCE BASE ET AL. 

Intent To Publish Craft Environmental 
Statements 

April 13, 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that in accord¬ 
ance with the National Environmental 
Policy Act, the United States Air Force 
Intends to file Draft Environmental 
Statements on the following actions with 
the Council on Environmental Quality. 
The Council on Environmental Quality 
will publish notice of receipt in the Fed¬ 
eral Register when the documents are 
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actually filed. At that time, copies will be 
available for review. Anyone wishing to 
submit suggestions for consideration in 
the preparation of the Draft Environ¬ 
mental Statements is requested to send 
them to Lt Col Torsten Rothman, AF/ 
PREVP, HQ USAF, Washington, D.C. 
20330. 

AWACS Beddown at Tinker Air Force 
Base, Oklahoma 

The proposed action is to beddown a 
new wing of the E-3A, a modified Boeing 
707-320. Airborne Warning and Control 
System (AWACS) aircraft at Tinker Air 
Force Base, Oklahoma. The first AWACS 
aircraft is programmed to arrive in No¬ 
vember 1976 with the full complement of 
34 aircraft assigned by 1981 assuming 
timely Congressional approval for their 
production. The proposed act ion will also 
result in the alteration and new con¬ 
struction of facilities at Tinker Air Force 
Base. 

Access Easement Across U.S. Air Force 

Lands to Seibu Leisure (Guam) Inc. 

The proposed action is the granting 
of an access easement to Seibu Leisure 
(Guam), Inc. across U.S. Air Force lands 
in association with the proposed de¬ 
velopment of Lot 10080. which is at pres¬ 
ent land-locked by U.S. Government 
lands. The project site is located at the 
northwestern extreme of the island of 
Guam, adjacent to Anderson Air Force 
Bose (Northwest Field), and north of the 
U.S. Naval Communication Station at 
Finegayan. The proposed development 
of Lot 100:0, called the “Uruno Beach 
Development/* is a combination resort/ 
recreational /residential development, 
consisting of hotel*, facilities for indoor 
and outdoor recreation, cultural activi¬ 
ties, commercial, community service and 
educational endeavors, and residential 
units. 

Aeropropulsion Systems Test Facility 
(ASTF) 

The proposed action is to construct a 
test facility which would have the capa¬ 
bility to simulate flight environments 
for development, certification and quali¬ 
fication testing of large air breathing 
engines. It would be located at Arnold 
Engineering Development Center, Cof¬ 
fee County, Tennessee. The facility would 
have the capacity to test engines up to 
100,000 lbs. thrust at air speeds up to 
Mach 3.8. Subsonic and supersonic en¬ 
gines would be tested in separate 28 ft.- 
diameter test cells. Air pollution would 
be controlled to meet Stats standards. 
Noise attenuation and thermal pollu¬ 
tion control would be incorporated in 
the design. 

Establishment of Falcon Military 
Operating Area 

The proposed action is to establish an 
air traffic control assigned air space over 
a 3,500 square mile area of upstate New 
York in which to conduct low level inter¬ 
ceptor training. A western portion of the 
Adirondack State Park would be included 
within the operating area. Flying would 


be at altitudes from 6,000 to 17,000 feet 
above sea level. Other military flying 
currently educated within the same 
area is also addressed. 

James L. Elmer, 
Major, USAF. Executive, 
Directorate of Administration. 

[PR Doc.76-11301 Piled 4-19-76;8:45 am| 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Antitrust Division 

UNITED STATES v. MARSH A. COOPER 
ET AL 

Proposed Consent Judgment and 
Competitive Impact Statement 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to 
the Antitrust Procedures and Penalties 
Act. 15 U.S.C. § 16(b)-(h), that a pro¬ 
posed consent judgment and a competi¬ 
tive impact statement have been filed 
with the United States District Court 
for the Southern District of Texas, Hous¬ 
ton. Texas. Civil Action No. 76-H-630. 
the United States of Averica v. Marsh 
A. Cooper; The Superior Oil Company: 
and Texas Eastern Transmission Cor- 
litration. The complaint, filed concur¬ 
rently with the proposed judgment and 
CIS, charges all three defendants with 
violating Section 8 of the Clayton Act, 
since defendant Mar h A. Cooper has 
been simultaneously a director of Su¬ 
perior Oil and Texas Eastern and since 
both corporate defendants are compet¬ 
itors within the meaning of Section 8. 
The complaint states that Superior Oil 
and Texas Eastern have bid against each 
other on at lea~t twenty-five occasions in 
attempts to acquire interests in oil and 
gas producing properties leased by the 
Federal Government. 

The judgment prohibits defendant 
Cooper from serving as a director of both 
corporate defendants simultaneously; 
prohibits Superior and Texas Eastern 
from permitting the same person to serve 
as a director on their boards or on the 
board of any of their subsidiaries en¬ 
gaged in commerce in oil and gas; and 
prohibits each corporate defendant from 
permitting a person to serve on its 
board or that of any of its subsidiaries 
engaged in commerce in oil and gas while 
such person is a director of any other 
competing corporation, which by itself 
or through its subsidiaries is also en¬ 
gaged in commerce in oil and gas. The 
judgment terminates twenty years from 
its entry by the Court. 

Public comments are invited on or be¬ 
fore June 22. 1976. Such comments and 
responses thereto will bo published in the 
Federal Register and filed with the 
Court. Comments should be directed to 
Joseph J. Saunders, Chief. Public Coun¬ 
sel and Legislative Section, Antitrust 
Division, Department of Justice. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20530. 

Dated: April 14, 1976. 

Thomas E. Kauper, 
Assistant Attorney General . 

Antitrust Division. 


United States District Court 
Southern District of Texas 

ICivU Action No. 76-H-630; 

Filed: April 13, 19701 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. Plaintiff, v. 
MARSHA A. COOPER; THE SUPERIOR OIL 
COMPANY; and TEXAS EASTERN TRANS¬ 
MISSION CORPORATION, Defendants. 

Stipulation 

It is stipulated by and between the under¬ 
signed parties, by their respective attorneys, 
that: 

1. A final Judgment In the form hereto at¬ 
tached may be filed and entered by ti e 
Court, upon the motion of any party or upon 
the Court’s o;vn motion, at any time nfter 
compliance with the requirements of the An¬ 
titrust Procedures and Penalties Act. 13 
U.S.C. $ 16, and without further notice to 
any party or other proceedings, provided that 
plai 'tiff has not withdrawn Its con-ent, 
which It may do at any time before the entry 
of the propored final Judgment by serving 
notlco thereof on defendants and by filing 
that notice with the Court. 

2. In the event plaintiff withdraws its con¬ 
sent or If the proposed final iudgment Is not 
entered pursuant to this stipulation, this 
stipulation shall be of no eTect whate-er and 
the making of this stipulation shall be with¬ 
out prejudice to the plaintiff and defendants 
in this and any other proceeding. 

For the Plaintiff: Thomas E. Kauper. As¬ 
sistant Attorney General. Baddla J. Rashid, 
Charles F. B. McAlveer, Joseph J. Saimdorr, 
Jill Nickerson, Attorneys, Department of Jus¬ 
tice. Stephen H. Lachter, Attorney. Depart- 
me'it of Justice. 

For the Defendants: Vinson. Elkins. Searls, 
Connally & Smith, Marsh A Cooper. Harry M. 
Reasoner, Attorney, Texas Eastern Tran^ml*- 
s‘.on Comprn”, Willard B. Warmer, Jr.. A n ent 
end Attorrey-in-Fact. and Vice rrcsid~nt and 
General Counsel. The Superior Oil Company. 

United States District Court 
Southern District of Texas 

[Civil Action No. 70-H-630; 

Filed: April 13. 1976[ 

United States of America, Plaintiff, v. 
Marsh A. Cooper; the Superior Oil Company; 
and Texa* Eastern Transmission Corporation, 
Defendants. 

Final Judgment 

Plaintiff United 8tates of America, having 
filed Its complaint herein on April 13. 1973, 
and defendants having appeared by their at¬ 
torneys, a id plaintiff and the defendant?, by 
their respective attorneys, having consented 
to the entry of this Final Judgment without 
trial or adjudication of ary issue of fact or 
law herein and without this Final Judgment 
constituting evidence or admls-lon by any 
party with respect to any issue of fact or law 
herein; 

Now. therefore, before the taking of any 
testimony and without trial or adjudication 
of any Issue of fact or law herein, and upon 
the consent of the parties hereto, lt Is hereby, 
ordered. Adjudged, and decreed: 

I. Thi 3 Court has Jurisdiction over tho sub¬ 
ject matter herein and the parties hereto. 
The comnloint states a claim upon which re¬ 
lief may be granted. If such claim were estab¬ 
lished. under Section 8 of the Act of Congress 
of October 15. 1914 (15 U.S.C. 5 19). as 
amended, commonly known as the Clayton 
Act. 

II. As used In this Final Judgment: 

(A) “Corporate defendant** shall mean The 
Superior Oil Company. Texas Eastern Trans¬ 
mission Corporation and each of them; 
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(B) “Commerce In oil and gas” means the 
production and sale of crude petroleum and 
natural gas In interstate commerce or the 
acquisition of or effort to acquire interests 
in oil or gas producing properties; 

(C) '•Subsidiary** means any corporation 
in which more than fifty percent of the stock 
entitled to vote for directors is. directly or 
indirectly, owned or controlled by a corporate 
defendant. 

III. The provisions of this Final Judgment 
shall apply to the corporate defendants and 
to their subsidiaries, successors and assigns 
and directors. None of the provisions of this 
Final Judgment shall be applicable to the 
foreign commerce of the United States. 

IV. (A) Defendant. Marsh A. Cooper, is 
enjoined and restrained from serving as a 
director of Texas Eastern Transmission Cor¬ 
poration or any subsidiary thereof, while 
serving as a director of The Superior Oil 
Company or any of its subsidiaries. 

<B) Each corporate defendant is enjoined 
and restrained from permitting any person 
to serve as a director on its board, or the 
board of any subsidiary of said corporate de¬ 
fendant which Is engaged in commerce in oil 
and gas. while such person is serving as a 
director on the board of the other corporate 
defendant, or on the board of any subsidiary 
of said other corporate defendant which is 
engaged in commerce in oil and gas. 

<C) Each corporate defendant is enjoined 
and restrained from permitting any person 
to serve as a director on its board, or the 
board of any subsidiary of said corporate de¬ 
fendant which is engaged in commerce in oil 
and gas, while such person is serving as a 
director on the board of any other corpora¬ 
tion (other than a subsidiary of the corpo¬ 
rate defendant and in the case of defendant 
The Superior Oil Company, other than Ca¬ 
nadian Superior Oil Ltd. or its subsidiaries) 
which Is itself or has any subsidiary that Is 
engaged In commerce in oil and gas. where 
such other corporation or its subsidiary by 
virtue of its business and location of opera¬ 
tion Is. or has been, a competitor of said 
corporate defendant or said subsidiary, so 
that the elimination of competition in com¬ 
merce in oil and gas by agreement between 
said corporate defendant or said subsidiary 
and such other corporation or its subsidiary 
would constitute a violation of any of the 
provisions of any of the antitrust laws. Noth¬ 
ing In this Final Judgment shall preclude 
a person serving as a director of a corporate 
defendant, or as a director of a subsidiary 
thereof, from also serving as a director of an¬ 
other corporation, engaged in commerce in 
oil and gas, in which said corporate defend¬ 
ant or a subsidiary thereof has an ownership 
interest, where such other corporation has 
been formed as a Joint venture for the pur¬ 
pose of providing a supply of natural or 
synthetic gas or oil. or as a means of trans¬ 
porting natural or synthetic gas or oil. 

V. Within sixty (60) days of entry of this 
Pinal Judgment, each corporate defendant 
shall file with this Court and serve upon 
plaintiff and affidavit as to the fact and man¬ 
ner of Its compliance with Section IV of this 
Final Judgment. 

VI. (A) For a period of ten years from the 
date of entry of this Final Judgment, each 
corporate defendant shall on the anniversary 
date of this Final Judgment, file with the 
Court and serve upon plaintiff, an affidavit 
as to the fact and manner of Its compliance 
with Section IV of this Final Judgment. Such 
statement shall describe, in reasonable de¬ 
tail, all steps taken to discharge its obliga¬ 
tions under said Section IV. Each corporate 
defendant shall give a copy of this Final 
Judgment to each of its current directors 
and to each person being considered for elec¬ 
tion as a director. 

(B) Compliance with Section IV(C) of this 
Final Judgment may be accomplished by a 


corporate defendant by (1) requiring that 
each of its directors within sixty (60) days 
from the date of entry of this Final Judg¬ 
ment, and not less than annually thereafter, 
furnish it with a written statement of the 
name, business or businesses, and location 
of operations of each other corporation of 
which said director is also a director; (2) 
requiring a written statement In the form 
described in (I) above from each person be¬ 
ing considered for election as a director who 
has not served as a director during the pre¬ 
ceding year; and (3) refusing to permit any 
person to serve as a director when a rea¬ 
sonably diligent investigation of the infor¬ 
mation. provided by said person, from pub¬ 
licly available sources reveals that the elec¬ 
tion or continued service of said person as 
a director of the corporate defendant, or 
any subsidiary thereof, would violate Section 
IV of this Final Judgment. 

VII. <A) For the purpose of determining 
or securing compliance with this.Final Judg¬ 
ment and for no other purpose each cor¬ 
porate defendant shall permit, subject to 
any legally recognized privilege, duly au¬ 
thorized representatives of the Department 
of Justice, on written requests of the At¬ 
torney General or the Assistant Attorney 
General in charge of the Antitrust Division, 
and on reasonable notice to such defend¬ 
ant’s principal office: (1) Access during the 
regular office hours of such defendant, to 
Inspect and copy any and all books, ledgers, 
accounts, correspondence, memoranda, and 
other records and documents in the posses¬ 
sion, custody or control of such defendant 
which relate to any matters contained in this 
Final Judgment; and (2) Subject to the 
reasonable convenience of such defendant 
and without restraint or interference from 
it, to interview officers or employees of such 
defendant, who may have counsel present, 
regarding such matters. 

(B) Upon written request of the Attor¬ 
ney General or the Assistant Attorney Gen¬ 
eral in charge of the Antitrust Division, such 
defendant shall submit such reports in writ¬ 
ing. with respect to the matters contained 
in this Final Judgment, as may from time 
to time be requested. 

(C) No information obtained by the means 
provided in this Section shall be divulged by 
any representative of the Department of Jus¬ 
tice to any person other than a duly author¬ 
ized representative of the Executive Branch 
of the plaintiff except in the course of legal 
proceedings to which the United States is a 
party for the purpose of securing compli¬ 
ance with this Final Judgment or as other¬ 
wise required by law. 

Vm. Jurisdiction is retained by this Court 
for the purpose of enabling any of the par¬ 
ties to this Final Judgment to apply to this 
Court at any time for such further orders 
and directions as may be necessary or ap¬ 
propriate for the construction or modifica¬ 
tion of any of the provisions thereof, for the 
enforcement of compliance therewith, and 
for the punishment of violations ’thereof. 
This Final Judgment shall be in full force 
and effect for a period of twenty (20) years 
from the date of entry of this Final Judg¬ 
ment and thereafter shall have no further 
force or effect. 

IX. Entry of this Final Judgment is in 
tbe public interest. 

Dated: _ 


United States District Judge. 

United States District Court 
Southern District of Texas 

{Civil Action No. 76-H-630; Filed: 

April 13. 1976) 

United States of America, Plaintiff, v. 
Marsh A. Cooper; the Superior Oil Company; 


and Texas F.astern Transmission Corpora¬ 
tion, Defendants. 

Competitive Impact Statement 

Pursuant to Section 2(b) of the Antitrust 
Procedures and Penalties Act. 16 U.S.C. 10 
(b)-(h), the United States of America here¬ 
by files this Competitive Impact* Statement 
relating to the proposed Consent Judgment 
submitted for entry in this civil antitrust 
proceeding. 

I. Nature and Purpose of the Proceeding 
The complaint in this proceeding, which 
alleges that the defendants violated Section 
8 of the Clayton Act. was filed on April 13. 
1976. The proposed Consent Judgment wai 
filed concurrently, having been negotiated 
prior to the filing of the complaint. 

Section 8 of the Clayton Act prohibits an 
individual from serving on the Boards of 
Directors of competing corporations. The 
complaint alleges that defendant Marsh A 
Cooper served simultaneously as a dlrectoi 
of defendants Superior Oil and Texas East¬ 
ern, who are and have been competitors. The 
complaint also alleges that the corporate 
defendants violated the same section by per¬ 
mitting Marsh A. Cooper to be elected and 
to serve as a director of both corporations 
simultaneously. 

Section 8 of the Clayton Act is prophy¬ 
lactic in nature. As such, no overt anti¬ 
competitive actions must be shown and none 
were alleged In the complaint. The purpose 
of this action is to eliminate the potential 
for anticompetitive activity that could re¬ 
sult from a dual directorate—that is the 
prospect that a director could utilize his 
position in two competing corporations to 
eliminate competition between them in 
violation of the antitrust laws. 

II. Practice Giving Rise to the Alleged 
Violation. The specific practice involved in 
this action against the defendants Is, of 
course, the fact thnt defendant Marsh A 
Cooper has been, at the same time, a di¬ 
rector of both defendant corporations. The 
defendant Marsh A. Cooper has, since 197:?. 
been a director of Superior Oil. In addition, 
since 1970. he has been a director of Texas 
Eastern. This fact alohe Is sufficient to estab¬ 
lish a violation of Section 8 of the Clayton 
Act. as long as the statutory criteria are 
met by the corporations involved. Section 8 
requires that one of the corporations must 
have capital, surplus, and undivided profits 
aggregating more than $1 million and must 
be engaged in commerce. In addition, both 
corporations must be competitors by virtue 
of their business and location of operation, 
so that elimination of competition by agree¬ 
ment between them would constitute a vio¬ 
lation of the antitrust laws. 

Botli Superior Oil and Texas Eastern have 
assets exceeding $1 million and both are en¬ 
gaged in commerce. Superior Oil and Texas 
Eastern have actively engaged in efforts to 
acquire interests in oil and gas producing 
properties leased by the Federal Govern¬ 
ment in accordance with the Outer Conti¬ 
nental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331- 
1343). Since June 19. 1973, Superior Oil 
and Texas Eastern have bid against each 
other in at least twenty-five instances to 
obtAin from the Federal Government Inter¬ 
ests in identical potential oil and gas pro¬ 
ducing properties. 

III. Proposed Consent Judgment. The pro¬ 
posed Consent Judgment (Section IV(A)) 
enjoins defendant Marsh A. Cooper, for a 
period of twenty years from date of entry of 
the Consent Judgment, from serving as a 
director of one of the corporate defendants 
or any of its subsidiaries while serving as a 
director of the other corporate defendant or 
any of its subsidiaries. 
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The Consent Judgment (Section IV (B)) 
prohibits each corporate defendant (Supe¬ 
rior Oil and Texas Eastern), for a twenty- 
year period, from permitting any person to 
serve as a director on iti Board of Directors 
or the Board of any subsidiary engaged In 
commerce In oil and g^s while such person Is 
serving as a director of the other corporate 
defendant or any of Its subsidiaries engaged 
In commerce In oil and gas. 

It also prohibits (Section IV(C) each de¬ 
fendant for twenty years from having a 
common director on its Board, or the Board 
of any subsidiary engaged In commerce in 
oil and gas, and any other corporation which 
competes with the defendant or Its subsid¬ 
iary. Therefore If a subsidiary of one of the 
defondants were to compete with another 
corporation In commerce In oil and gas, even 
though that corporation was not a direct 
competitor of the defendant, any Interlock 
between the defendant and such other cor¬ 
poration would be prohibited by this Consent 
Judgment. 

Commerce in oil and gas is defined in the 
Consent Judgment (Section ITfB)) as the 
production and sale of crude petroleum and 
natural gas in interstate commerce or the 
acquisition of or e^ort to acquire Interests 
In oil or gas producing properties. 

Interlocks between a ccmorr.te defendant 
and its subsidiaries rsub'ddliry defined as 
any corporation in which m^re than 50% of 
the stock entitled to vote for directors is, 
directly or Indirectly, owed or controlled by 
a corporate defendant' are specifically ex¬ 
cluded from the prohibitions of the Final 
Judgment. In addition, Superior Oil’s sub¬ 
sidiary. Canadian Superior Oil l td., is ex¬ 
pressly excluded because, due to circum¬ 
stances outside Its control, Superior may In 
the future be warranted in reducing Its 
ownership i'-teTcst In Its Canadian sub¬ 
sidiary to slightly less than 50%. 

Finally, the Consent Judgment requires 
each corporate defendant to take affirma¬ 
tive steps to comply with the Consent Judg¬ 
ment. Section V requires each corporate de¬ 
fendant to file an affidavit with the Court 
and the United State^ rs to the fact and 
manner of comnirnec within sixty days of 
entry of the Consent Judgment. Moreover, 
Section VI requires that, for n ten-year 
period, each corporate defendant take af¬ 
firmative steps to comply with the terms of 
the Consent Judgment and file affidavits 
annually to that effect. 

IV. Anticipated Effects on Competition. 
The evidence in this c'se did not encom¬ 
pass known restraints of trade but did en- 
compa^ the probability that such re¬ 
straints might result from the Interlocking 
directorate Involved. Thus, the impact on 
competition of the Consent Judgment can¬ 
not be measured In terms of specific effects 
which might relcnsc ldenti n ablc competi¬ 
tive forces. The sole anticipated effect upon 
competition Is the removal of the danger 
that anticompetitive effects will result from 
the Interlocking directorate. 

V. Remedies Available to Potential Pri¬ 
vate Plaintiffs. This Consent Judgment may 
not bo used in private litigation as prtma 
facie evidence that the antitrust laws havo 
been violated, pursuant to Section 5(a) of 
the Clayton Act (15 U.S.C. 16(a)). How¬ 
ever, anyone damaged by the alleged viola¬ 
tion retains the right to sue for money 
damages and all other legal and equitable 
remedies. Just as if the proposed Consent 
Judgment had not been entered. 

VI. Procedures Available For Modification 
of Consent Judgment. This proposed Con¬ 
sent Judgment is subject to a stipulation 
between the parties that the United States 


may withdraw Its consent to the Consent 
Judgment at any time within 60 days or 
until the Court finds that entry of the Con¬ 
sent Judgment is in the public interest. 
Any persons so desiring may submit writ¬ 
ten comments relating to the proposed Judg¬ 
ment for consideration by plaintiff to Jo¬ 
seph J. Saunders. Chief, Public Counsel and 
Legislative Section, Antitrust Division. De¬ 
partment of Justice, Washington, D.C. 
29530. Such comments, together with 
responses thereto, will be filed with the 
Court and published In the Federal Regis¬ 
ter.. 

VII. Description and Evaluation of Al¬ 
ternatives to this Proposed Consent Judg¬ 
ment. The United States considered one 
alternative to the proposed Consent Judg¬ 
ment. That alternative would have enjoined 
the defendant corporations from having a 
director sit on the Board of Directors of any 
corporation engaged in a broader line of 
commerce, designed to Include the produc¬ 
tion, refining, wholesale or retail marketing 
and distribution of petroleum, petroleum 
products, and gas. In addition, the pro¬ 
visions of that propcsed Judgment were 
permanent. Finally, that Judgment ordered 
defendant Marsh A. Cooper to withdraw 
from participation in the direction, control, 
or conduct of the business of the corporate 
defendant from which he resigns. 

The government believes that the narrower 
definition contained In the proposed Consent 
Judgment prohibits those interlocks where 
there would be any adverse competitive effect. 
It further believes that the broader defini¬ 
tion of comm tree might have inhibited In¬ 
terlocks between corporations which In fact 
might not be competitors within the mean¬ 
ing of Section 8 of the Clayton Act. 

The defendants proposed that the decree 
be limited to five years. The government 
determined that, given the nature of the 
violation alleged, a twenty-year period would 
be sufficint time to assure the defendant’s 
future compliance and would not be unrea¬ 
sonably oppressive. 

Finally upon notice from the government 
of Its Intention to file fruit. Marsh A. Cooper 
resigned from the Board of Directors of Texas 
Eastern. 

There are no materials or documents, 
which the government considered determina¬ 
tive In formulating this proposed Consent 
Judgment. Therefore, none is being filed 
along with tills Competitive Impact State¬ 
ment. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Joseph J. Saunders, 
Stephen H. Lachter, 
Attorneys, Department of Justice. 

[FR Doc.76-11314 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 amj 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

]R 2747] 

CALIFORNIA 

Termination of Proponed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Land 

April 9, 1976. 

Notice of Forest Service, U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, State Office, E-2841 
Federal Office Building, 2800 Cottage 
Way, Sacramento, California 95825, ap¬ 
plication, R 2747 for withdrawal and 
reservation of land for a historical and 
recreation site was published as F.R. Doc. 


No. 70-5127 on page 6716 of the issue 
for April 28, 19 10. The applicant agency 
has cancelled its application. 

San Bernardino National Forest 

SAN BERNARDINO MERIDIAN. CALIFORNIA 

Holcomb Valley Historical and Recreation 
Site 

In Scc3. 4 and 5, T. 2 N.. R. 1 E.. and Secs. 
28. 29. 31. 32. an 1 33, T. 3 N., R. 1 E.. SBM, 
described as foUows: 

Beginning at the northwest corner of let 
6, Sec. 31. T. 3 N., R. 1 E.. SBM. thence east¬ 
erly along the north line of Secs. 31 and 32 
to the westerly line of Mineral Survey 6484 
(Pocllo and Alma Claim); thence north¬ 
easterly along the west line of Mineral Sur.ey 
6184 to Its most northerly corner: thence 
southeasterly to the Intersectlcn of the 
northerly line of Mineral Survey 6484 and 
the north line of Sec. 33, T. 3 N., R. 1 E.. 
SBM. thence easterly to the northeast corner 
of Sec. 33; thence southerly 70 chains to 
the northeast corner of the SE^SE^SEVi 
of Sec. 33: thence westerly 40 chains to the 
northwest corner of the SW]4SW»4SE l 4 of 
Sec. 33; thrnce southerly 10 chains to the 
southwest comer of the SW \\ SW SE V x of 
Sec. 33; thence easterly approximately 1 
chain; thence southerly 10 chains to the 
southwest corner of the NWV 4 NW*/ 1 NE l/ 1 of 
Sec. 4, T. 2 N.. R. 1 E., SBM: thence easterly 
10 chains: thence southerly 10 chain**; then^ 
easterly 10 chains: thence southerly 29 
chains; thence westerly 30 chains; thence 
northerly 20 chains. 

Thence westerly 20 chains; thcncc north¬ 
erly 10 chains: thence westerly 50 chains: 
thence northerly 10 chains to the northwest 
corner of the NW>/ 4 NW^NEV4 of See. 5, T. 2 
N.. R. 1 E.. SBM; thence westerly approxi¬ 
mately 1 chain; thence northerly 20 chains 
to the northwest comer of the SW^SE’/t. 
See. 32. T. 3 N., R. 1 E.. SBM; thence easterly 
30 chains to the northeast correr of tho 
NWV4 of lot 2. Sec. 32. T. 3 N.. R. 1 E.. SEM; 
thenco northerly 30 chains; thence westerly 
20 chain-; thence southerly 10 chains to ti e 
nerthwest corner of the NE \\ NW \\ SE*4. Se:. 
32. T. 3 N.. R. 1 E., SBM; thence westerly to 
the easterly lino of lot 70, Mineral Sur.ey 
3055; thence southwest along the boundary 
of lot 70 to a point where the boundary of 
lot 70 turns westerly; thence N. 71* W., a dis¬ 
tance of 320 feet to a point; thence north¬ 
west to the southernmost corner of the Last 
Chance Location (lot 67 of Mineral Survey 
3055); thence northwest to the northeast cor¬ 
ner of lot 64 of Mineral Survey 3055; thence 
N. 71 t ’48'30" W. 144.35 feet along the north 
line of said claim; thence S. 17°21' W. 265.84 
feet; thence 72°39' E. 88.66 feet to the east¬ 
erly line of said claims; thence southwesterly 
60.34 feet, more or less, along the east bound¬ 
ary of said lot 64 to a point; thence north¬ 
westerly along a line parallel with the north¬ 
erly line of said lot approximately 49 chains 
to a point; thence N. 19°27' W. 679.5 feet to 
a point which lies S. 25°25' W. 1038.9 feet 
from the northernmost corner of lot 65 of 
Mineral Survey 3055; thence southwesterly 
to the northerly line of lot 64; thence north¬ 
westerly along the north line of lot 64 to 
the west line of lot 6, Sec. 31. T. 3 N., R. 1 
E., SBM; thence northerly to the point of 
beginning. 

Excepting therefrom the following: Min¬ 
eral Survey 92, Mineral Survey 94, Mineral 
Survey 95, all In said Sec. 33. T. 3 N„ R. 1 E., 
SBM, and also excepting lot 72 of Mineral 
Survey 3055 In said Sec. 32. and Mineral 
Survey 6409 In said Sec. 31, T. 3 N.. R. 1 E- 
SBM. The area described aggregates approxl- 
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mately 1,222.50 acres in San Bernardino 
County. 

Therefore, pursuant to the regulations 
contained in 43 CFR 2350. such lands at 
10 a.m. on May 19. 1976, will be relieved 
of the segregative effect of the above- 
mentioned applications. 

Walter F. Holmes, 

Chief , Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations . 

IFR Doc.76-11261 Piled 4 19-76:8:45 am) 


|CA 33161 

CALIFORNIA 

Proposed Withdrawal and Reservation of 
Minerals 

April 9, 1976. 

The Fish and Wildlife Service, U.S. De¬ 
partment of the Interior, State Office, 
E-2841 Federal Office Building, 2800 Cot¬ 
tage Way, Sacramento, California 95825, 
lias filed application CA 3346 to withdraw 
and reserve from all forms of appropria¬ 
tion under the mineral leasing laws, sub¬ 
ject to valid existing rights, the reserved 
mineral estate in the acquired lands de¬ 
scribed below. 

The applicant desires the land to be 
set aside as a part of the Hopper Moun¬ 
tain National Wildlife Refuge system for 
the protection cf the endangered Cali¬ 
fornia Condor which now number be¬ 
tween 50 and 60 birds, with the majority 
of their nesting occurring within the 
sanctuary. 

All persons who wish to submit com¬ 
ments, suggestions, or objections in con¬ 
nection with the proposed withdrawal, 
may present their views in writing, on 
or before May 19, 1976 to the under¬ 
signed officer of the Bureau of Land 
Management, U.S. Department of the 
Interior, Room E-2841 Federal Building, 
2800 Cottage Way, Sacramento. Cali¬ 
fornia 95825. 

The Department’s regulations (43 CFR 
2351.4(c)) provide that the authorized 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment will undertake such investigations 
as a^e necessary to determine the exist¬ 
ing and potential demand for these re¬ 
sources. 

The authorized officer will also pre¬ 
pare a report for con ideration by the 
Secretary of the Interior who will deter¬ 
mine whether or not the minerals will 
be withdrawn as requested. 

The determination of the Secretary 
of the Interior on the application will 
be published in the Federal Register. A 
separate notice will be sent to each in¬ 
terested party of record. 

If circumstances warrant, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient 
time and place which will be announced. 

San Bernardino Meridian 

HOPPER MOUNTAIN NATIONAL WILDLIFE 
REFUGE 

T. 4 N.. R. 19 w.. 

Sec. 2. lot 2. E& lot 7. SB%. 

The area described aggregates 231.24 acres 
m Ventura County, California. 

Walter F. Holmes. 

Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations . 

IFR Doc. 76-11302 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 ami 


JR 13701 

CALIFORNIA 

Termination of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Land 

April 9, 1976. 

Notice of Forest Service. U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture. State Office, E-2841 
Federal Office Building. 2800 Cottage 
Way, Sacramento, California 95825, ap¬ 
plication R 1370 for withdrawal and res¬ 
ervation of land for an administrative 
site and picnic area was published as 
F.R. Doc. No. 68-5260 on page 6746 of 
the issue for May 2. 1968. The appli¬ 
cant agency has cancelled its applica¬ 
tion. 

San Bernardino Meridian, California 

SMARTS RANCH ADMINISTRATIVE SITE AND 
PICNIC AREA 

T. 2 N., R. 2 E.. 

Sec. 3. Lots 3, 4, and 5. SW>/ 4 NWy 4 . 

Excepting therefrom portions thereof de¬ 
scribed as follows: 

Beginning at the southwest corner of the 
northwest quarter of said Sec. 3. thence N. 
51*18' E., 2,533 feet to the true point of 
beginning: thence from said true point of 
beginning N. 24*00' E.. 223.4 feet; thence S. 
83*42' E., 195 feet; thence S. 24°00' W., 223.4 
feet; thence N. 86*42' W., 195 feet to the 
point of beginning; 

Beginning at the southwest corner of the 
northwest quarter of said Sec. 3; thence N. 
51*18' E., 2.533 feet to a point; thence N. 
86°42' W., 139 feet to a point; thence S. 
3° 18' W.. 134 feet to a point; thence S. 5*33' 
E.. 198 feet to vhe true point of beginning; 
thence from said pcint cf beginning S. 29*17' 
W., 171.8 feet; thence S. 79*17' W.. 253.5 
feet: thence N. 29° 17' E., 171.8 feet; thence 
N. 79° 17' E.. 253.5 feet to the point of 
beginning. 

Any portion of the property described 
above included within the boundaries 
of Lot 38-B as shown on township plat 
in the Bureau of Land Management at 
Washington, D.C. 

Therefore, pursuant to the regulations 
contained in 43 CFR 2350. such lands at 
10 a m. on May 19. 1976. will be relieved 
of the segregative effect of the above- 
mentioned application. 

Walter F. Holmes. 

Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 

|FR Doc.76-11303 FUed 4-19-76;8:45 am) 


[NM 278471 

NEW MEXICO 
Notice of Application 

April 12, 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16, 1973 (87 Stat. 
576), Llano, Inc., has applied for one 4- 
inch natural gas pipeline right-of-way 
across the following land: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, 

New Mexico 

T. 21 S.. R. 27 E.. 

See. 3. S*/ 2 SW*4; 

Sec. 4,SHSE«4: 

Sec. 9, W*/ 2 NE»4. 


Tiffs pipeline will convev natural gas 
across 1.328 miles of national resource 
land in Eddy County. New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the application should be approved, and 
If so, under w*hat terms and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager, Bureau of Land Management. P.O, 
Box 1397, Roswell, New Mexico 88201. 

Fred E. Padilla. 

Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 

(FR Doc.76-11304 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am) 


| Wyoming 49454) 

WYOMING 
Notice of Application 

April 12, 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to Section 28 of the Mineral I easing Act 
of 1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 185), 
Northwest Pipeline Corporation has ap¬ 
plied for a natural gas pipeline and sepa¬ 
rator site right-of-way across the follow¬ 
ing lands: 

Sixth Principal Meridian, Wyoming 

T. 16 N.. R. 92 W. 

T. 16N..R. 93 W. 

The pipeline will be an addition to the 
existing Barrel Springs Gathering Sys¬ 
tem in Carbon County. Wyoming. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the application should be approved and. 
if so, under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should send their name and 
address to the District Manager, Bureau 
of Land Management, P.O. Box 670, 
Rawlins. WY 82301. 

Glenna M. Lane, 

Acting Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 

|FR Doc.76-11305 FUed 4-19-76:8:45 ami 


Fish and Wildiife Service 
ENDANGERED SPECIES PERMIT 
Notice of Receipt of Application 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing application for a permit is deemed 
to have been received under section 10 
of the Endangered Speecies Act of 1973 
(P.L. 93-205). 

Applicant: Art Jones, 1530 South Ave¬ 
nue E., Portales, New Mexico 88130, Cac¬ 
tus Ranch. 

January 21, 1976. 

Director, 

U.S. Fish, and Wildlife Service, P.O. Box 
19183, Washington, D.C. 20036 
(Attention: Permit Office, File No. PRT8- 
405). 

Dear Sir: I wish to add this letter to my 
original application for a young guar bull. 

I am very Interested in starting a herd of 
guar cattle and am. therefore, writing dif¬ 
ferent zoos trying to obtain some females 
to go with this bull. I really feel like, since 
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these are an endangered species, it would be 
best for me to go ahead and develop a fair 
sized guar herd before I start cros&ing them 
with my cattle. 

I feel like I know enough about animate, 
both wild and domestic, that I can be suc¬ 


cessful with this endeavor and that it will 
benefit both myself and the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service. Any help you can give me 
wll be greatly appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Art Jones. 


OUANO. 


ft APPLICANT. ramplnt WAf*« am* »*»• I"*. 

<H I»»'.fyP.MI hm mfittk pmimti •• rr 


OFPARUUN! OF lilt INKRIOR 
l.j. FISH Ml OllttlfC SIIVICl 

FtOCRAl FISH AHO WILOUff 
UCIHSF /PERMIT APRIICATIOH 



• »| M>( 


Art Jones Cactus Ranch 
1530 South Avenue 5 
Portales, New Kexico 88130 
505-356-8019 


I AP*»V<CATH)M PON 


□ 


NINON? ON CXPONT L'Cl.NVt 




2. cwr* wvM.pTinoor activity roq *hch heotimu i'CewSC 

OH *>L»**lT r.><ttOE& 

Transfer one male gaur in 
Interstate commerce in the couri 
of a commercial activity for 
breeding In captivity 


W ••APPUCAHT" It A 


1 inqaviocac . compl«?c r*«e xolloninoi 
Tw&tti - 


3 ; wwi Q MNV CjMItS 

-— 

Kay 1U, IQ! 


PwOKi NUWTFEft e«APU0V60 

505-356-8019_ 

OCCUPATION 

ranching 


i*t"lb»VT 

5'?” 

COCON nAAN - 


\ ip • applicant" »$ a i*liaimc>c cOMppAAtig-i. Puour Aoewgf. 

ON RAiTlT UTION , COA**crHfT»«e roCCO^NO 

t>PVA)N>VPt d» Hiwo'or K/'.IHIS* •ik.HC'r. on iNiViTuYlOf* — 
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COCON IfEJ 

bl ue 


,__bxorn 

JOCIAJ. tt CUN'Tv mum«CN 
525-28-28&0 


ANV BLbNClV AOCNCV ON iN«T|TUT|I>.AC APPlUATlCN mAvi?»G 

to 00 *.tn *mc Ntucc*p» ?o tie cove pc o ev tm* pckm'T 


Vi A ME . HTU. A<lO PMO*»e O* PPtVOE'i 

oppiccn. omeCTon. ere. 


♦P "APPLICANT" It A COUPON* T JON. IN0»CATC ST ATft IN AllCM 
INCONPONATCO 


e LOCATION NNttNt PNCPOSEO *CTIV»Tf tft TO MS C‘-HOuC » LU 

Cactus Ranch, approx, 7 miles 
southeast of Portales, New Mex. 
(shipment from Oklahoma City Poo 
to Cactus Ranch, portales, N.K. 


7. 00 VOII MOCO An* cuNniirrt * vaciO tSOCwal piv* *ho 

• ILOLlPe LlCCNTt on #’CKA«T' D Xj NO 

Iff f«, tin Iknip — r«'i 


■ IP neQUINftO OV ANV ST Alt ON • * oovf NNMCAJ t. DO YOU 

nave tnor approval to conduct r*r. activity- >ou 
ppopose* U * ri C l ho 

tit 14*1 m A YP a( Awamiij 
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Dihector. 

Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, U.S. 
Department of the Interior, Washington, 
D.C. 20210. 

October 22, 1975. 

Dear Sir: Please consider this my applica¬ 
tion to purchase an endangered species of 
animal from the Oklahoma City Zoo and 
transfer it to my property located at Cactus 
Ranch, Portales, New Mexico. In compliance 
with 50 C.F.R. 13 Subpart "B" 12.12 the fol¬ 
lowing information is provided: 

1 . Art Jones, 1530 South Avenue E. Por¬ 
tales, New Mexico. 88130, 605-356-8019. 

2 Born May 14, 1015. weight 165 pounds, 
height 6'7", blue eyes, male. Business Is 
ranching. 

3. Not applicable. 

4. The animal will be trucked by livestock 
trailer from the Oklahoma City Zoo, Okla¬ 


homa City, Oklahoma, to the Cactus Ranch, 
located approximately 8 miles from Portales, 
New Mexico. 

6. The acquisition of this animal is Justi¬ 
fied on the following basts: 

(1) Animal will be used in a cross-breed¬ 
ing program with domestic stock, resulting 
in exposure of this male to regular sexual 
activity. Should he be needed in breeding 
programs In the future with Zoo gaur, a 
proven breeding record will be of consider¬ 
able value. 

(2) To determine feasibility of artificial 
insemination procedures and investigate the 
potential for gaur semen bank. 

(3) As a relict specimen. 

(4) In the future I may acquire a fe¬ 
male gaur in order to breed this rare 
and endangered species. The long term 


goal is to be able to offer gaur to other 
institutions in the United States. 

(5) Animal will be kept on approxi¬ 
mately 1.0C0 acres of grass land, with 
suitable barns, storage facilities, cor¬ 
rals. windmills, etc. 

(6) I have been handling buffalo and 
buffalo crosses for approximately thirty 
years. During this time I have never lost 
any of these, either to disease or mis¬ 
handling. 

(7) I hereby certify that I have read 
and am familiar with regulations con¬ 
tained in Title 50. Part 13 of Federal 
Regulations and the other applicable 
parts in Chapter B of Chapter 1 of Title 
50, and I further certify that the infor¬ 
mation submitted in this application for 
a permit is complete and accurate to the 
best of my knowledge and belief. I under¬ 
stand to the best of mv knowledge and 
belief. I understand that any false state¬ 
ment may subject me to the Criminal 
Penalty of 18 U.S.C. 1001. 

Sincerely, 

Art Jones. 

Director, 

Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlift 

Service, Department of the Inferior. 

Washington . D.C. 20249 . 

October 27, 1975 

Dear Sir: We recently transacted to 
sell a male gaur bom here on 7 June 1975 
to Mr. Art Jones, Cactus Ranch in Por¬ 
tales, New' Mexico. This transaction was 
made with the full knowledge that this 
male w r ould be used in a cross-breeding 
program and be worked with in relation 
to an artificial insemination project and 
also, held as a relict specimen. We have 
attempted to place this animal through 
personal contact with other zoos th:*t 
have proper facilities and have offered 
him in the AAZPA Newsletter without 
success. Mr. Jones has a proven track 
record in animal husbandry and man¬ 
agement. He has developed a new breed 
of cattle which may revolutionize pro¬ 
tein production in inhospitable environ¬ 
ments. To my knowledge, he has never 
allowed sport or trophy hunting for his 
exotic stock, but has a dedicated interest 
in conservation of the vanishing species 
of the world and enjoys seeing these ani¬ 
mals thrive on his land. 

In summary, the Oklahoma City Zoo 
has an obvious investment in this ani¬ 
mal. We support the justification Mi 
Jones has given as for transfer of the 
animal to Cactus Ranch. Quite honestly 
we can think of no better situation foi 
the animal and the mutual interests of 
Mr. Jones, Oklahoma City Zoo and wild¬ 
life conservation will benefit from thi s 
transaction. 

Sincerely. 

Lawrence Curtis. 

Director 

Documents and other information sub¬ 
mitted in connection with this appli¬ 
cation are available for public inspec¬ 
tion during normal business hours at 
the Service’s office in Suite 600, i6ii K 
Street, N.W., Washington. D.C. 

Interested persons may comment on 
this application by submitting written 
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data, views, or arguments, preferably in 
triplicate, to the Director (FWS/LE), 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Post Of¬ 
fice Box 19183, Washington, D.C. 20036. 
All relevant comments received within 
30 days of the date of publication will 
be considered. 

Dated: April 14, 1976. 

C. R. Bavin, 

Chief. Divisim of Law Enforcement 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

[FR Doc.76-11285 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am] 


National Park Service 

NATIONAL RENTER OF HISTORIC 
PLACES 

Notification of Pending Nominations 

Nominations for the following proper¬ 
ties being considered for listing in the 
National Register were received by the 
National Park Service before April 8. 
1976. Pursuant to section 60.13(a) of 36 
CFR Part 60. published in final form on 
January 9, 1976, written comments con¬ 
cerning the significance of these proper¬ 
ties under the National Register criteria 
for evaluation may be forwarded to the 
Keeper of the National Register, Nation¬ 
al Park Service U S. Department of the 
Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240. Writ¬ 
ten comments or a reouest for additional 
time to prepare comments should be sub¬ 
mitted by April 30. 1976. 

Jerry L. Rogers, 

Acting Director, Office of 
Archeology and Historic Preservation. 

ALABAMA 

Jackson County 

Stevenson, Stevenson Railroad Depot and 
Hotel. Main St. 

Marengo County 

Jefferson, Jefferson Historic District, AL 28. 
Marion County 

Hamilton vicinity, Pearce's Mill, E of Hamil¬ 
ton on CR 253. 

Montgomery County 

Montgomery, Cassimus House, 110 N. Jack- 
son St. 

Talledega County 

Tailedega vicinity. Elston House. about 10 
ml. N of Talledega on Turner's Mill Rd. 

ARKANSAS 

Boone County 

Harrison. Boone County Courthouse, Court¬ 
house Square. 

Carroll County 

BerryvUle, Carroll County Courthouse, Pub¬ 
lic Square. 

Cleburne County 

Heber Springs, Cleburne County Court¬ 
house, Courthouse Square. 

Desha County 

Arkansas City, Desha County Courthouse , 
Robert S. Moore Ave. 

Garland County 

Hot Springs, Wildwood, 808 Park Ave. 


Greene County 

Paragould, Greene County Courthouse, 
Courtsquare. 

Izard County 

Melbourne vicinity. Philadelphia Methodist 
Church, N of Melbourne. 

Lafayette County 

Bradley vicinity, Conway Cemetery , S of 
Walnut Hill. W of Bradley. 

Little River County 

Ashdown. Little River County Courthouse, 
Main and 2nd Sts. 

Miller County 

Texarkana, Orr School, 831 Laurel St. 

Perry County 

Perryville, Perry County Courthouse. Main 
and Pine Sts. 

Phillips County 

Helena. Richard L. Kitchens Post, #41, 409 
Porter St. 

Prairie County 

Dos Arc, Prairie County Courthouse, Main 
St. 

Pulaski County 

Sweet Home, Hanger Cotton Gin, Harper 
Rd. and Gates Lane. 

Searcy County 

Marshall. Searcy County Courthouse, Court¬ 
house. Square. 

Sharp County 

Evening Shade, Herm House, W. Main St. 
CALIFORNIA 

Los Angeles County 

Industry. Reed. John, House, 16021 E. Gale 
Ave. 

Santa Clara County 

Los Altos vicinity. Griffin, Willard, House 
and Carriage House, 12345 S. El Mone Ave. 

CONNECTICUT 

Hartford County 

Collinsville, Collinsville Historic District, CT 
179. 

Hartford, Colt Industrial District. Colt Park 
and environs. 


DELAWARE 

Sussex County 

Clarksville vicinity. Spring Banks, DE 26 
and Irons Lane, NE of Clarksville. 

FLORIDA 

Hillsborough County 

Tampa vicinity. Egmont Key, at entrance to 
Tampa Bay. 

IDAHO 

Ada County 

Boise, St. Alphonsus Hospital, 508 N. 5th St. 

Bonneville County 

Idaho Falls vicinity. Wasden Site (Owl 
Cave). NW of Idaho Falls. 

Custer County 

Clayton vicinity, East Fork Lookout (10-CR - 
353). S of Clayton. 

Idaho County 

Kamiah vicinity. First Presbyterian Church, 
U.S. 12, SE of Kamiah. 


Twin Falls County 

Buhl. Ramona Theater, 113 Broadway. 
ILLINOIS 

Kane County 

Aurora, Tanner. William A., House, 304 Oak 

INDIANA 

Henry County 

Knlghtstown. Kixightstown Academy, Cary 
St. 

Madison County 

Anderson, Historic West 8th Street, both 
slde3 of 7th, 8th. and 9th Sts. from Jack- 
son St. to Henry St. 

Marion County 

Indianapolis, Hollingsworth House, 6054 Hol¬ 
lingsworth Rd. 

Warrick County 

Yankeetown vicinity, Yankectown Archeo¬ 
logical Site, S of Yankeetown. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Barnstable County 

Brewster vicinity, Dillingham House, W of 
Brewster on MA 6A. 

Essex County 

Danvers vicinity. Putnam. Gen. Israel, House , 
431 Maple St. 

Marblehead, Hooper House, 8 Hooper St. 
Hampden County 

Springfield, South Congregational Church, 
45 Maple St. 

Hampshire County 

Northampton, Smith Alumnae Gymnasium, 
Smith College campus. Green St. 

Middlesex County 

Cambridge. Sands. Hiram, House, 22 Putnam 
Ave. 

Lexington, Lexington Green Historic District. 
Bedford St., Harrington Rd., and Massa¬ 
chusetts Ave. 

Medford. Albree-Hall-Lawrence House. 353 
Lawrence Rd. 

Medford. Femald, George P„ House. 12 Rock 
Hill St. 

Newton, Woodland, Newton Highlands, and 
Newton Centre Railroad Stations and Bag¬ 
gage and Express Building, 1897 Washing¬ 
ton St., 18 Station Ave., and 80. 50 Union 
St. 

Shirley vicinity. Shirley Shaker Village. S of 
Shirley. Harvard Rd. (also In Worcester 
County). 

Norfolk County 

Cohasset, Lothrop, Caleb, House. 14 Summer 
St. 

Quincy, Quincy, Josiah, House, 20 Mulrhead 
St. 

Quincy, Winthrop. John Jr., Iron Furnace, 
Crescent St. 

Randolph, Belcher, Jonathan, House, 369 N. 
Main St. 

Wellesley, Eaton-Moulton Mill, 37 Walnut 
St. 

Wellesley, Wellesley Town Hall, 525 Washing¬ 
ton St. 

Plymouth County 

Middleborough, Peirce, Peter, Store, N. Main 
and Jackson Sts. 

North Ablngton, North Abington Depot, Rail¬ 
road 8t. 

Plymouth, Bartlett-Russeil-Hedge House. 32 
Court St. 
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Worcester County 

Shirley Shaker Village. Reference—see Mid - 
dlesex County . 

Worcester, Paine, Timothy. House. 140 Lin¬ 
coln St. 

MICHIGAN 

Ingham County 

Lansing, North Lansing Historic Commercial 
District, E. Grand River Ave. and Turner 
St. 

NORTH CAROLINA 

Forsyth County 

Winston-Salem. Zeverly House. 901 W 4th St. 
Wake County 

Raleigh, Polk, Leonidas L.. House, rear of 012 
N. Blount St. 

OKLAHOMA 

Blaiite County 

Okecnc. Okcene Flour Mill, off OK 51. 

Kay County 

Newkirk vicinity. Jenkins, Gov William W.. 
Homestead. 3 mi. SE of Newkirk. 

Oklahoma County 

Oklahoma City. Oklahoma State Capitol, 
22nd St. and Lincoln Blvd. 

UTAH 

Suit Lake City 

Salt Lake City, Constitution Building. 34 8. 
Main St. 

Weber County 

Ogden, Eccles Avenue Historic District, Eccles 

Ave. 

|FR Doc.76-11154 Filed 4 19 76:8:45 nml 


Office of Hearings and Appeals 

[Docket No. M 76-2661 

BARNES & TUCKER CO. 

Petition for Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 

Notice is hereby given that in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of section 301 
(c) of the Federal Coal Mine Health and 
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. 5 861(c) 
(1970), Barnes and Tucker Company has 
filled a petition to modify the application 
of 30 CFR 75.305 to its No. 20 Mine, Car- 
rolltown, Pennsylvania. 

30 CFR 75.305 provides: 

In addition to the preshift and daily 
examinations required by this Subpart 
D, examinations for hazardous condi¬ 
tions. including tests for methane, and 
for compliance with the mandatory 
health or safety standards, shall be made 
at least once each week by a certified per¬ 
son designated by the operator in the re¬ 
turn of each split of air where it enters 
the main return, on pillar falls, at seeds, 
in the main return, at least one entry of 
each intake and return aircourse in its 
entirety, idle workings, and, insofar as 
safety considerations permit, abandoned 
areas. Such weekly examinations need 
not be made during any week in which 
the mine is idle for the entire week, ex¬ 
cept that such examination shall be made 
before any other miner returns to the 
mine. The person making such examina¬ 
tions and tests shall place his initials and 


the date and time at the places examined, 
and if any hazardous condition is found, 
such condition shall be reported to the 
operator promptly. Any hazardous con¬ 
dition shall be corrected immediately. If 
such condition creates an imminent dan¬ 
ger, the operator shall withdraw all per¬ 
sons from the area affected by such con¬ 
dition to a safe area, except those per¬ 
sons referred to in section 104(d) of the 
Act, until such danger is abated. A record 
of these examinations, tests, and actions 
taken shall be recorded in ink or indelible 
pencil in a book approved by the Secre¬ 
tary kept for such purpose in an area on 
the surface of the mine chosen by the 
mine operator to minimize the danger 
of destruction by fire or other hazard, 
and the record shall be open for inspec¬ 
tion by interested persons. 

The substance of Petitioner’s state¬ 
ment is as follows: 

1. Petitioner requests the modification 
of the application of the mandatory 
safety standard above with respect to 
its No. 20 Mine for the reason that the 
Uteral and complete application of such 
standard in a particular section of Peti¬ 
tioner’s said No. 20 Mine will result in 
the actual diminution of safety to the 
miners employed by Petitioner. In short. 
Petitioner specifically requests that it be 
relieved from making the examinations 
required by 30 CFR 75.305 along the re¬ 
turn aircourse for the mine’s G-9 long- 
wall panel in its entirety for the follow¬ 
ing reasons: 

ia> The return airway for the section 
G-9 lonrrwall panel is located between 
section G-9 end G-7, the latter section 
being a worked cut panel; 

(b> The roof along the return airway 
for the G-9 longwall panel has deteri¬ 
orated in spits of the fact that Petitioner 
lias permanently supported the roof in 
accordance with its general practices and 
its MESA-approved permanent roof sup¬ 
port plan; 

(c> The return airway in question is 
not designated as an escapeway; and 

(d> In spite of the fact that Petitioner 
has done all that it is possible to do in 
order to support the roof, in Petitioner’s 
opinion, and in the opinion of others, 
the roof has deteriorated to the point 
that it would be unsafe and hazardous 
for men to travel the return airway in 
question throughout its entile length. 

2. The alternate method which Peti¬ 
tioner proposes to establish, in lieu of 
the mandatory standard, is to make 
checks for methane in the inby and out- 
by end of the entry in question at points 
safe for travel by a certified official dur¬ 
ing each working shift. 

3. Petitioner contends that the alter¬ 
nate method which it proposes will in¬ 
crease, rather than lessen, safety, inas¬ 
much as Petitioner’s employees will not 
be required to travel under deteriorating 
roof. 

Request for Hearing or Comments. 
Persons interested in this petition may 
request a hearing on the petition or fur¬ 
nish comments on or before May 20,1976. 
Such requests or comments must be filed 
with the Office of Hearings and Appeals, 
Hearings DivLsion, U.S. Department of 


the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boulevard 
Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copies of tile 
petition are available for inspection at 
that address. 

Dated: April 13, 1976. 

Bruce A. Burns, 

Acting Director, Office of 
Hearing and Appeals. 

|PR Doc.76 11306 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 «n| 


| Docket No. M 76-220) 

DIXIE FUEL OF PREMIUM, INC. 

Petition for Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 

Notice is hereby given that in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of section 301 (c* 
of the Federal Coal Mine Health and 
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. 5 861(c) 
(1970), Dixie Fuel of Premium, Incorpo¬ 
rated has filed a petition to modify the 
application of 30 CFR 75.1710 to its #6 
Underground Mine, Premium. Kentucky 

SO CFR 75.1710 provides: 

An authorized representative of the 
Secretary may require in any coal mine 
where the height of the coalbed permits 
that electric face equipment, including 
shuttle cars, be provided with substan¬ 
tially constructed canopies, or cabs, to 
protect the miners operating such equip¬ 
ment from roof falls and from rib and 
face rolls. 

To be read in conjunction with Section 
75.1710 is 30 CFR 75.1710-1 which in per¬ 
tinent part provides: 

• • 4 Except as provided in paragraph 
(t) of this section, all self-propelled 
electric face equipment, including shuttle 
cars, which is employed in the active 
w orkings of each underground coal mine 
on and after January 1,1973, shall, in ac¬ 
cordance with the schedule of time spec¬ 
ified in subparagraph (1), (2), (3), (4>. 
(5). and (6) of this paragraph (a), be 
equipped with substantially constructed 
canopies or cabs, located and installed 
in such a manner that when the operatoi 
is at the operating controls of such 
equipment he shall be protected from 
falls of roof, face, or rib, or from rib and 
face rolls. The requirements of this para¬ 
graph (a) shall be met as follows: 

(1) On and after January 1, 1974. in 
coal mines having mining heights of 72 
inches or more; 

(2) On and after July 1, 1974, in coal 
mines having mining heights of 60 inches 
or more, but less than 72 inches; 

(3) On and after January 1, 1975, in 
coal mines having mining heights of 48 
inches or more, but less than 60 inches: 

(4) On and after July 1, 1975, in coal 
mines having mining heights of 36 inches 
or more, but less than 48 inches; 

(5) On and after January 1, 1976. in 
coal mines having mining heights of 24 
inches or more, but less than 36 inches, 
and 

(6) On and after July 1, 1976. in coal 
mines having mining heights of less than 
24 inches. ♦ * • 

The substance of Petitioner’s state¬ 
ment is as follows: 

1. Petitioner protests the application 
of the mandatory safety standard set out 
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in 30 CFR 75.1710-1 to its #6 Under¬ 
ground Mine, insofar as that standard 
pertains to the following equipment: four 

(4) model AR-4 Elkhorn scoops; one (1) 
Pauls roof bolting machine; one (1) Wil¬ 
cox roof bolting machine; and one (1) 
11 RU cutting machine. 

2. The #6 Underground Mine works 
the #2 Elkhorn coal seam, and there is 
a consistent upgrade and downgrade in 
that seam. 

3. The #6 Underground Mine ranges 
from 36 to 42 inches in height in the 
section with respect to which this modi¬ 
fication is sought. 

4. Petitioner alleges that application of 
the aforesaid mandatory standard in 
these circumstances creates dangers to 
the miners in the form of diminished 
visibility, end that the modification 
sought will guarantee no le& than the 
same measure of protection to the 
miners as said standard. 

Request for Hearlnq or Comments. 
Persons interested in this petition may 
request a hearing on the petition or 
furnish comments cn or before May 20, 
1976. Such requests or comments must be 
filed with the Office of Hearings and Ap¬ 
peals, Hearings Division. U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson 
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. 
Copies of the petition are available for 
Inspection at that address. 

Dated: April 13. 1976. 

Bruce A. Burns, 

Actim Director, Office of 
Hearings and Appeals. 

[PR Doc.76-11307 Piled 4-19-76;8:45 ami 


(Docket No. M 70-2561 

LAUREL RUN MINING CO. 

Petition for Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 

Notice is hereby given that in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of section 301 
(c) of the Federal Coal Mine Health and 
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. § 861(c) 
(1970). Laurel Run Mining Company has 
filed a petition to modify the application 
of 30 CFR 75.307 to its Mine No. 1. Mount 
Storm. Grant County, West Virginia. 

30 CFR 75.307 provides: 

At the start of each shift, tests for 
methane shall be made at each working 
place immediately before electrically 
operated equipment is energized. Such 
tests shall be made by qualified persons. 
If 1.0 volume per centum or more of 
methane is detected, electrical equip¬ 
ment shall not be energized, taken into, 
or operated in, such working place until 
the air therein contains less than 1.0 
volume per centum of methane. Exam¬ 
inations for methane shall be made dur¬ 
ing the operation of such equipment at 
intervals of not more than 20 minutes 
during each shift, unless more frequent 
examinations are required by an autho¬ 
rized representative of the Secretary. In 
, conducting such tests, such person shall 
use means approved by the Secretary for 
detecting methane. 

The substance of Petitioner's state¬ 
ment Is as follows: 


1. Petitioner is the owner and operator 
of the Mine No. 1 located at Mount 
Storm, Grant County, West Virginia. 

2. Many sections of Petitioners said 
Mine No. 1 have steep grades at the 
working faces. At most of these faces, 
there exists a severe water problem 
which is controlled by the continuous 
use of permissible electric water pumps. 

3. The pumps so used are described as 
5 horsepower Flyght permissible sump 
pumps, approved Schedule 2G, number 
1895. A permissible circuit breaker set at 
7.5 amps is used with each unit. 

4. No methane has ever been detected 
during any inspection of Petitioner's 
Mine No. 1. 

5. Due to this complete absence of 
methane, it has been the customary pro¬ 
cedure at Petitioner's Mine No. 1 not to 
make methme examinations at 20 min¬ 
ute intervals when the only electrical 
equipment being operated at each work¬ 
ing place was a permissible electric sump 
pump as described above. Until June 18, 
1975, the Mining Enforcement and Safe¬ 
ty Administration had issued no notices 
of violation as a result of this procedure. 
However, on June 18, 1975, Federal Coal 
Mine Inspector Junior E. Goodwin is¬ 
sued Notice of Violation No. 2 JEG at 
Petitioner’s Mine No. 1. Said Notice pro¬ 
vided that: ‘ Examinations for methane 
were not being made ct the face in No. 1 
entry crosscut right 2 left where an elec¬ 
tric water pump was observed operating 
for 35 minutes.” A violation of 30 CFR 
75.307 was indicated. Subsequent to 
June 18, 1975, additional notices of vio¬ 
lation were issued with respect to other 
sections of the Mine No. 1. 

6. Subsequent to the issuance of said 
notices of violation, and through the aid 
amd cooperation of MESA officials. Pe¬ 
titioner became aware of the existence 
of a methane monitoring device which 
could be installed on the electric pumps 
and which would de-energize said pumps 
in the event methane was detected. 

7. As an alternative to the application 
of section 303(h) (1) and 30 CFR 75.307 
to Petitioner's Mine No. 1, Petitioner 
proposed to install the above-mentioned 
methane detection device on the permis¬ 
sible electric water pumps operating in 
the face areas. Petitioner further pro¬ 
poses that it be permitted to examine for 
methane at intervals of not more than 
every 8 hours when such pumps are op¬ 
erating and equipped with said methane 
detection devices, except that during 
normal production shifts, examinations 
for methane will continue to be made at 
intervals of not more than every 20 min¬ 
utes in accordance with section 302(h) 

(1) and 30 CFR 75.307. 

8. Petitioner avers that the alternative 
it proposes will provide no less than the 
same degree of safety to the miners at 
Petitioner's Mine No. 1 than will the ap¬ 
plication of section 303(h)(1) and 30 
CFR 75.307. 

Request fgr Hearing or Comments. 
Persons interested in this petition may 
request a hearing on the petition or fur¬ 
nish comments on or before May 20, 
1976. Such requests or comments must 
be filed with the Office of Hearings and 


Appeals, Hearings Division. U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule¬ 
vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copies of 
the petition are available for inspection 
at that address. 

Dated: April 13, 1976. 

Bruce A. Burns. 

Acting Director, Office of 
Hearings and Appeals. 

(FR Doc.76-11308 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am| 


(Docket No. M 76-265( 

PEGGS RUN COAL CO. 

Petition for Mod?fic*t‘on of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 

Notice is hereby given that in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of section 
301(c) of the Federal Coal Mine Health 
and Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.SC. §861 
(c) (1970), Pe^gs Run Coal Company 
has filed a petition to modify the appli¬ 
cation of 30 CFR 75.1710 to its Peggs 
Run #2 Mine. Shinping Port, Beaver 
County. Pennsylvania. 

30 CFR 75.1710 provides: 

An authorized representative of the 
Secretary may require in any coal mine 
where the height of the coalbed per¬ 
mits that electric face equipment, in¬ 
cluding shuttle cars, be provided with 
substantially constructed canopies, or 
cab*. to protect the miners operating 
such equipment from roof falls and 
from rib and face rolls. 

To be read in conjunction with Sec¬ 
tion 75.1710 is 30 CFR 75.1710-1 which 
in pertinent part provides: 

• • • Except as provided in paragraph 
(f) of this section, ah self-propeli^d 
electric face equipment, including 
shuttle cars, which is employed in the 
active workings of each underground 
coal mine on and after January 1, 1973, 
shah. In accordance with the schedule 
of time specified in subparagraphs (1), 

(2), (3). (4). (5). and (6) of tills para¬ 
graph (a), be equipped with substan¬ 
tia 11 v constructed canopies or cabs, lo¬ 
cated and installed in such a manner 
that when the operator is at the operat¬ 
ing controls of such equipment he shah 
be protected from falls of roof, face, or 
ri*\ or from rib and face rolls. The re¬ 
quirements of this paragraph (a) shall 
be met as follows: 

(1) On and after January 1. 1974, in 
coal mines having mining heights of 72 
inches or more; 

(2) On and after July 1, 1974, in 
coal mines having mining heights of 60 
inches or more, but less than 72 in^he*; 

(3) On and after January 1, 1975, in 
coal mines having mining heights of 48 
inches or more, but less than 60 inches: 

(4) On and after July 1, 1975. in coal 
mines having mining heights of 36 in¬ 
ches or more, but less than 48 inches: 

(5) On and after January 1, 1976. in 
coal mines having mining heights of 24 
inches or more, but less than 36 inches, 
and 

(6) On and after July 1, 1976, in coal 
mines having mining heights of less than 
24 inches. • • • 
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The substance of Petitioner's state¬ 
ment is as follows: 

1. Petitioner requests modification of 
the application of the mandatory safety 
standard set forth in 30 CFR 75.1710- 
1(a) with respect to its said Peggs Run 
#2 Mine for the reason that the appli¬ 
cation of such standard will result in 
diminution of safety to the miners. 

2. Petitioner asserts that technology, 
does not prezentiy exrit to enable it to 
equip its self-propelled electric face 
equipment with suitable canopies to 
protect and provide for the safety of 
the operators of said equipment. Peti¬ 
tioner further asserts that based upon 
its experience with presently available 
canopies, the use of such canopies re¬ 
sults in a diminution of safety to the 
miners in said mine. 

3. The average mining heights for this 
mine vrry from 36 inches to 56 inches. 

4. Operators of face equipment, in¬ 
cluding shuttle car operators, are under 
MESA-anproved plans for permanently 
and/or temporarily supported roof at r 11 
times. Such roof sunport is deemed satis¬ 
factory for all other personnel in the 
mine Including the helpers on self-pro¬ 
pelled electric face equipment and these 
helpers and other personnel freely move 
about the mine under the protection of 
approved roof support. 

5. Petitioner's experience indicates 
that the application of the mandatory 
standard will result in a diminution of 
safety to miners for the reasons that in¬ 
stances have occurred where canopies 
cut roof bolts, tearing the roof bolts out, 
creating a hazard to a 1 ! employees; rnd 
employees strongly object to operating 
machinery so equipped and allege a dim¬ 
inution of safety resulting from im¬ 
paired vision and being required to op¬ 
erate in cramped positions. 

6. Petitioner requests that the Sec¬ 
retary modify the application of the fore¬ 
going mandatory safety standard in Pe¬ 
titioner’s Peggs Run t-2 Mine affecting 
the face equipment and shuttle cars used 
in said mine by Petitioner. 

Request for Hearing or Comuients . 
Persons interested in this retition may 
reouest a hearing on the petition or fur¬ 
nish comments on or before May 21, 1976. 
Such requests or comments must be filed 
with the Office of Hearings and Appeals. 
Hearings Division. US. Department of 
the Interior. 4015 Wilson Boulevard, 
Arlington, Virginia 222"3. Copies of the 
petition are available for inspection at 
that address. 

Dated: April 13, 1976. 

Bruce A. Burns, 

Acting Director, Office of 
Hearings and Appeals. 

[Fit Doc.70-11309 Piled 4-19-76;8:45 amj 


[Dockets No. M 76-287) 

THE PITTSBURG & MIDWAY COAL MINING 
CO. 

Petition for Modificat on of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 

Notice is hereby given that in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of section 301 


(c) of the Federal Coal Mine Health and 
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. 5 861(c) 
(1970), The Pittsburg & Midway Coal 
Mining Company has filed a petition to 
modify the application of 30 CFR 75.1710 
to its Drake III Mine, Muhlenburg Coun¬ 
ty, Kentucky. 

30 CFR 75.1710 provides: 

An authorized representative of the 
Secretary may require in any coal mine 
where the height of the coalbed permits 
that electric face equipment, including 
shuttle cars, be provided with substan¬ 
tially constructed canopies, or cabs, to 
protect the miners operating such equip¬ 
ment from roof falls and from rib and 
face rolls. 

To be read in conjunction with Sec¬ 
tion 75.1710 is 30 CFR 75.1710-1 which in 
pertinent part provides: 

• • • Except as provided in paragraph 
(f) of this section, all self-propelled elec¬ 
tric f?.ce equipment, including shuttle 
cars, which is employed in the active 
workings of each underground coal mine 
on and after January 1, 1973, shall, in 
accordance with the schedule of time 
specified in subparagraphs (1), (2). (3). 
C4>, (5), and (6) of this paragraph (a), 
be equipped with substantially con¬ 
structed canopies or cabs, located and in¬ 
stalled in such a manner that when the 
operator is at the operating controls of 
such equipment he shall be protected 
from falls of roof, face, or rib, or from 
rib and face rolls. The requirements of 
this paragraph (a) shall be met as 
follows: 

(1) On and after January 1, 1974, in 
coal mines having mining heights of 72 
inches or more; 

(2) On and after July 1. 1974, in coal 
mines having mining heights of 60 inches 
or more, but less than 72 inches; 

(3) On and after January 1, 1975, in 
coal mines having mining heights of 
48 inches or more, but less than 60 
inches; 

(4) On and after July 1, 1975, in coal 
mines having mining heights of 36 
inches or more, but less than 48 inches; 

C5) On and after January 1. 1976, in 
coal mines having mining heights of 24 
inches or mare, but less than 36 inches, 
and 

(6) On and after July 1. 1976, in coal 
mines having mining heights of less 
than 24 inches. • • • 

The substance of Petitioner's state¬ 
ment is as follows: 

1. Petitioner states that while 30 CFR 
75.1710 provide- that an operator may 
be required to install canopies or cabs 
“where the height of the coalbed per¬ 
mits," 30 CFR 75.1710-1 establishes a 
mandatory schedule for meeting instal¬ 
lation and structural requirements. The 
schedule established by this section is 
keyed to "mining heights" and. Peti¬ 
tioner maintains, there is no apparent 
flexibility in applying these standards 
even though such installation might in 
fact create additional hazards. 

2. Petitioner states that its Drake III 
Mine is an underground coal mine lo¬ 
cated in Muhlenburg County, Kentucky. 
The height of the coalbed in the mine 
varies from approximately 52 inches to 


approximately 64 inches at the highest 
point. However, because of the nature 
of the seam and characteristics of the 
coal, the height of the coalbed from the 
floor to the rcof will vary 6 inches or 
more, every 100 feet. Petitioner states 
that another factor which substantially 
affects the height of the coalbed for 
the purpose of equipment clearance is 
the fact that Petitioner's roof control 
plan requires, in certain instances, that 
crossbars be attached to the roof. Such 
supplementary roof support measures ef¬ 
fectively reduce clearance by as much as 
8 inches. Consequently, at least 12 inches 
vertical clearance from the roof is re¬ 
quired to insure that face equipment at 
all times avoids contact with roof sup¬ 
port systems, or the roof itself, at the 
working faces of the mine. Petitioner 
maintains that this results in a reduc¬ 
tion of 12 inches in the vertical distance 
from the floor for purposes of equip¬ 
ment clearance. 

3. 30 CFR 75.1710-1 requires that all 
of Petitioner's self-propelled electric 
face equipment at its Drake III Mine be 
equipped with canopies or cabs. At the 
present time. Petit ianer states that it 
operates the following types of electric 
face equipment at said mine: 

(a) Shuttle Cars—1CSC Joy and 48- 
S12-36 Torkar; 

(b) Loading Machines—14BU-10 

Joy; 

(C) Roof Balters—300 and 320 Galls; 

(d) Cutting Machines—15 RU Joy; 
and 

(e) Coal Drills—CD 71A Joy and CD 
81A Joy. 

4. Despite the fact that each item 
of equipment listed above requires a 
different style of canopy because of 
varying physical characteristics. Peti¬ 
tioner has developed on its own in some 
cases, or has obtained from equipment 
manufacturers in other cases, can¬ 
opies for each type of the above-listed 
cquioment. which canopies meet struc¬ 
tural capacity requirements. 

5. Petitioner states that structural 
capacity requirements have necessitated, 
under the present state of technology, 
the development of canopies constructed 
of heavy gauge steel. As a result of the 
size and weight of these canopies, struc¬ 
tural modifications to e3ch piece of 
equipment are necessary prior to the in¬ 
stallation and utilization of these cano¬ 
pies. Petitioner avers that it has, never¬ 
theless. made the necessary modifica¬ 
tions, and has installed, or has the 
capability to install, certified canopies 
on each piece of equipment listed above. 

6. Although Petitioner maintains that 
it has the capability to install certified 
canories pursuant to 30 CFR 75.1710-1, 
it claims that its experience indicates 
that the installation and resulting use 
of certified canopies on the face equip¬ 
ment creates a number of safety haz- 
ards. The additional hazards or 
stated to be created or aggravated by the 
installation of canopies, include the fol¬ 
lowing: 

(a) The rubbing or scraping, and 
therefore the possible dislodgement, ox 
supplementary roof control systems, 
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(b) Significant reduction in the 
equipment operator’s field of vision 
caused by the closeness of the canopy 
top to the operator’s compartment; and 

(c) Reduced srace in tho operator’s 
compartment which results in or in¬ 
creases fcoth impairment of operator 
movements which are necessary for the 
safe and efficient operation of the equip¬ 
ment as well as operator physical and 
mental fatigue. 

7. Petitioner states that in spite of its 
efforts, it is presently unable to con¬ 
struct. or to obtain from equipment 
manufacturers. canopi:s which wi 1 meet 
the required structural capacity and. at 
the same time, allow op-ration of face 
equipment without creating the safety 
hazards stated above. 

8. Petitioner states further that the 
application of 39 CFR 75.1710 and 75.- 
1710-1 (a) to all face equipment at all 
locations in its mine will in fact result 
in a safety hazard v.hi h. absent the in¬ 
stallation of certified canopies, would 
not be present. 

9. Petitioner do^s not seek to eliminate 
or delay the installation of certified can¬ 
opies on face equipment where such in¬ 
stallation is presently possible without 
creating the above-listed safety hazards, 
but does, however, seek to cooperate with 
MESA in developing an orderly plan and 
schedule, if possible, for the future in¬ 
stallation of certified canopies on equip¬ 
ment where present installation does 
create the above-stated safety hazards. 

10. Petitioner maintains that the ap¬ 
plication of 30 CFR 75.1710-1 to all eouip- 
ment in all areas in its Drake III Mine 
will result in hazards or risks not other¬ 
wise present and therefore reouests that 
its petition herein be rranted. 

Request for Hearing or Comments. 
Persons interested in this petition may 
request a hearing on the petition or fur¬ 
nish comments on or before May 20, 
1976. Sueh requests or comments must 
be filed with the Office of Hearings and 
Appeals. Hearings Division, U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule¬ 
vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copies of 
the petition are available for inspection 
at that address. 

Dated: April 13. 1976. 

Bruce A. Burns, 

JLctlng Director . Office of 
Hearings and Appeals. 

(PR Doc.76-11310 FUed 4-19-76:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. M 76-263] 

PRATT BROTHERS COAL CO. 

Petition for Modificat’on of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 

Notice is hereby given that in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of section 301 
ic) of the Federal Coal Mine Health and 
Safety Act of 1969. 30 U.S.C. 5 861(c) 
U970),. Pratt Brothers Coal Company 
has filed a petition to modify the appli¬ 
cation of 30 CFR 75.1710 to its Sapphire 
Mine No. 1, Sapphire Mine No. 2, Sap¬ 
phire Mine No. 3, Sugar Run No. 1 Mine, 


and Pratt Brothers No. 1 Mine, Colson, 
Kent ucky . 

30 CFR 75.1710 provides: 

An authorized representative of the 
Secretary may require in any coal mine 
where the height of the coalbed permits 
that electric face equipment, including 
shuttle cars, be provided with substan¬ 
tially constructed canopies, or cabs, to 
protect the miners operating such equip¬ 
ment from roof falls and from rib and 
face rolls. 

To be read in conjunction with Section 
75.1710 is 30 CFR 75.1710-1 which in per¬ 
tinent part provides: 

• • * Except as provided in para¬ 
graph (f) of this section, all self-pro¬ 
pelled electric face equipment, including 
shuttle cars, which is employed in the 
active workings of each underground 
coal mine on and after January 1, 1973, 
shall, in accordance with the schedule of 
time specified in subparagraohs (1), (2), 
(3), (4), (5), and (6) of this paragraph 
(a), be equipped with substantially con¬ 
structed canories or cabs, located and 
installed in such a manner that when the 
operator is at the operating controls of 
such equipment he shall be protected 
from falls of roof, face, or rib, or from rib 
and face rolls. The requirements of this 
paragraph (a) shall be met as follows: 

(1) On and after January 1. 1974, in 
coal mines having mining heights of 72 
inches or more; 

(2) On and after July 1, 1974, in coal 
mines having mining heights of 60 inches 
or more, but less than 72 inches; 

(3) On and after January 1. 1975, in 
coal mines having mining heights of 48 
inches or more, but less than 60 inches: 

(4; On and after July 1, 1975, in coal 
mines having mining heights of 36 inches 
or more, but less than 48 inches; 

(5) On and after January 1. 1976, in 
coal mines having mining heights of 24 
inches or more, but less than 36 inches, 
and 

(6) On and after July 1, 1976, in coal 
mines having mining heights of less 
than 24 inches. • • • 

The substance of Petitioner’s state¬ 
ment is as follows: 

1. Sapphire No. 1 Mine is located at 
Colson, Kentucky, and operates one 
working section in seam heights of 42 to 
46 inches, using a 11RU cutting machine 
with associated roof bolters and scoops 
with heights from 28 to 38 inches. 

2. Sapphire No. 2 Mine is located at 
Colson, Kentucky, and operates one 
working section in seam heights of 40 to 
42 inches, using a 7-B cutting machine 
with associated roof bolter, loader, shut¬ 
tle car and scoops with heights from 28 
to 38 inches. 

3. Sapphire No. 3 Mine is located at 
Colson, Kentucky, and operates one 
working section in seam heights of 42 to 
46 inches, using a 11RU cutting machine 
with associated roof bolter, loader and 
shuttle cars with heights from 34 to 38 
inches. 

4. Sugar Run No. 1 Mine is located at 
Colson, Kentucky, and operates two 
working sections in seam heights of 38 to 
40 inches using a 11RU cutting machine 


with associated roof bolters, loaders, 
shuttle cars and scoop with heights from 
34 to 38 inches. 

5. Pratt Brothers No. 1 Mine is lo¬ 
cated at Colson, Kentucky, and operates 
one working section in seam heights of 
38 to 40 inches, using a 11RU cutting 
machine with associated roof boater and 
scoops with heights from 28 to 38 inches. 

6. Petitioner submits that the appli¬ 
cation of the foregoing provisions of the 
regulations, if applied to Petitioner’s 
mines, will result in a diminution of 
safety, and that it wiU be impossible for 
it to comply therewith. 

7. Petitioner states that it is constant¬ 
ly encountering undulations in the 
height of its coal seam and that as a 
result of the undulations in seam 
height, the likelihood of jamming the 
canopy against the roof is increased. It 
is further stated that safe clearance 
from the roof is not assured in that roof 
bolts couM be sheared or dislodged, 
thereby creating a greater risk of a roof 
fall. 

8. Petitioner states that crammed and 
awkward operator positions cause on- 
era tors to leave cabs more frequently in 
situations which expose them to hazards 
of mining equipment. 

9. Petitioner states that poor visibility 
may cause an operator to put his head 
outside of the equipment, exposing him 
to the hazards of moving equipment. 

10. Much of the equipment used in the 
foregoing five (5) mines was not manu¬ 
factured or designed for the installation 
of canopies, and Petitioner states that 
it has been unable to construct or pur¬ 
chase suitable canopies without encoun¬ 
tering the problems discussed herein. 

11. Petitioner states that te^hnoio^ 
in the industry is not available to de-imi 
and install canopies on existing e^uln- 
ment which will protect the operator in 
the conditions described above; insure 
visibility and safe operability; and pre¬ 
vent the hazards described herein. 

Request for Hearing or Comments . 
Persons interested in this petition may 
request a hearing on the petition or fur¬ 
nish comments on or before May 20. 
1976. Such requests or comments must 
be filed with the Office of Hearings and 
Appeals, Hearings Division, U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior. 4015 Wilson Boule¬ 
vard. Arlington. Virginia 22203. Copies of 
the petition are available for inspection 
at that address. 

Dated: April 13, 1976. 

Bruce A. Burns, 

Acting Director, Office of 
Hearings and Appeals. 

|FR Doc.76-11311 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. M 76-264| 

SABRINA SEAN COAL CO. 

Petition for Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 

Notice Is hereby given that in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of section 301 (c) 
of the Federal Coal Mine Health and 
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Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. § 861(c) 
(1970), Sabrina Seam Coal Company has 
filed a petition to modify the application 
of 30 CFR 75.1710 to its No. 1 Mine, 
Logan County, West Virginia. 

30 CFR 75.1710 provides: 

An authorized representative of the 
Secretary may require in any coal mine 
where the height of the coalbed permits 
that electric face equipment, including 
shuttle cars, be provided with substan¬ 
tially constructed canopies, or cabs, to 
protect the miners operating such equip¬ 
ment from roof falls and from rib and 
face rolls. 

To be read in conjunction with Section 
75.1710 is 30 CFR 75.1710-1 which in 
pertinent part provides: 

• • • Except as provided in paragraph 
(f) of this section, all self-propelled elec¬ 
tric face equipment, including shuttle 
cars, which is employed in the active 
workings of each underground coal mine 
on and after January 1, 1973, shall, in 
accordance with the schedule of time 
specified in subparagraphs (1), (2), (3>. 

(4), (5), and (6) of this paragraph (a), 
be equipped with substantially con¬ 
structed canopies or cabs, located and 
installed in such a manner that when 
the operator is at the operating controls 
of such equipment he shall be protected 
from falls of roof, face, or rib, or from 
rib and face rolls. The requirements of 
this paragraph (a) shall be met as 
follows: 

(1) On and after January 1, 1974, in 
coal mines having mining heights of 72 
inches or more; 

(2) On and after July 1, 1974, in coal 
mines having mining heights of 60 inches 
or more, but less than 72 inches; 

(3) On and after January 1, 1975. in 
coal mines having mining heights of 48 
inches or more, but less than 60 inches; 

(4) On and after July 1, 1975, in coal 
mines having mining heights of 36 inches 
or more, but less than 48 inches; 

(5) On and after January 1, 1976, in 
coal mines having mining heights of 24 
inches or more, but less than 36 inches, 
and 

(6) On and after July 1. 1976, in coal 
mines having mining heights of less than 
24 inches. * • * 

The substance of Petitioner’s state¬ 
ment is as follows: 

1. Petitioner has not applied to the 
Assistant Administrator-Technical Sup¬ 
port for approval of devices to be used in 
lieu of cabs or canopies as permitted by 
30 CFR 75.1710-1 since the Petitioner is 
without knowledge of any alternate de¬ 
vices which would be safe and otherwise 
suitable for use in its mine. 

2. Petitioner submits that both cano¬ 
pies and cabs are incompatible with the 
present operations of its mine, primarily 
because of the size of the equipment in 
relation to the seam height, and that in¬ 
stallation of canopies, cabs or any similar 
device would result in such a serious 
diminution of safety that the mine would 
not be able to continue to operate. 

3. Petitioner’s No. 1 Mine works the 
Douglas Red Ash coal seam, the average 
hefght of which is between 36 and 52 
Inches. 


4. The No. 1 Mine operates one pro¬ 
duction shift per day utilizing conven¬ 
tional mining methods. Approximately 
275 tons of coal are produced each day. 

5. Petitioner states that on the basis 
of present projections it is estimated 
that there is enough coal for this mine 
to continue operating for no more than 
seven or eight months. 

6. For pur poses of the regulations con¬ 
tained in 30 CFR 75.1710-1, the present 
mining height in this mine, as measured 
in accordance with official instructions 
set forth in Exhibit A,’ is 24 inches. 

7. The requirement under 30 CFR 

75.1710- 1 for installation of canopies or 
cabs became applicable to this mine on 
January 1, 1976. 

8. The electric face equipment subject 
to the regulation in this mine consists 
of the following: 

(a) One (1) 14 BU 8 Joy Loader; 

(b) One (1) 12 RB Joy Cutting Ma¬ 
chine; 

(c) Two (2) 6SC National Mine Shut¬ 
tle Cars; and 

(d) One (1) 300 Galls Roof Bolting 
Machine. 

9. Petitioner states that the foregoing 
equipment operates in entries which are 
20 feet wide; that there are no adverse 
rib conditions; and that there is no his¬ 
tory or roof falls in any of the face areas. 

10. A full roof bolting plan is used in 
the mine employing 30-inch roof bolts 
on 5-foot centers in all working areas, 
and elsewhere as required. 

11. The Petitioner avers that it has 
investigated various methods of install¬ 
ing canopies or cabs, without encounter¬ 
ing a single method which would be safe 
in its mine. 

12. There are seven underground em¬ 
ployees at Petitioner’s No. 1 Mine; these 
employees are members of the United 
Mh*e Workers of America. 

13. Petitioner states that each of the 
employees at the No. 1 Mine has been 
consulted regarding his ideas and feel¬ 
ings concerning operation of equipment 
installed with canopies or cabs in this 
particular mine, and that each of these 
employees has expressed strenuous ob¬ 
jections for reasons of safety. 

14. Petitioner states that the safety 
record of the employees in this mine is 
excellent, and that not one lost time 
accident has occurred in the three years 
that the mine has been in existence. 

15. Petitioner states that it does not 
have an alternate method for achieving 
the safety results intended by 30 CFR 

75.1710- 1, but Petitioner maintains that 
application of 30 CFR 75.1710-1 to Peti¬ 
tioner’s No. 1 Mine will result in a di¬ 
minution of safety to the miners in the 
mine. 

16. Petitioner requests that an inves¬ 
tigation be made into the hazards asso¬ 
ciated with the application of 30 CFR 


i Said Exhibit, which is attached to the pe¬ 
tition herein, is a MESA memorandum relat¬ 
ing to '’Instructions Concerning the Enforce¬ 
ment of Section 75.1710-1. Cabs or Canopies, 
30 CFR 76.** It U available for inspection at 
the Hearings Division address provided here¬ 
in. 


75.1710-1 to it3 No. 1 Mine, and, after 
appropriate investigation and considera¬ 
tion. that its petition be granted. 

Request for Hearing or Comments. 
Persons interested in this petition may 
request a hearing on the petition or fur¬ 
nish comments on or before May 20, 
1976. Such requests or comments must 
be filed with the Office of Hearings and 
Appeal?, Hearings Division, U S. Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule¬ 
vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copies 
of the petition arc available for inspec¬ 
tion at that address. 

Dated: April 13.1976. 

Bruce A. Burns, 

Acting Director, Office of 
Hearings and Appeals. 

|FR Doc.76-11312 Filed 4-19-7G;8:45 am| 

[Doclrct No M 76 262J 

TRASH DUMP COAL CO. 

Petition for Modifimton of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 

Notice is hereby given that in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of section 
301(c) of the Federal Coal Mire 
Health and Safety Act of 1969. 30 U.S.C. 
§ 861 (c) (1970), Trarii Dump Coal Com¬ 
pany has filed a petition to modify the 
application of 30 CFR 75 1710 to its 
Lyon coal bed seam. Wise County, Vir¬ 
ginia. 

30 CFR 75.1710 provides: 

An authorized representative of the 
Secretary may require in any coal mine 
where the height of the coalbed per¬ 
mits that electric face equipment, in¬ 
cluding rhuttle cars, be provided with 
substantially constructed canopies, or 
cabs, to protect the miners operating 
such equipment from roof falls and from 
rib and face rolls. 

To be read in con function with Sec¬ 
tion 75.1710 is 30 CFR 75.1710-1 which 
in pertinent part provides: 

• • • Except as provided in para¬ 
graph (f) of this section. aU self-pro¬ 
pelled electric face equipment. includ¬ 
ing shuttle cars, which is emnloyed in 
the active workings of each underground 
coal mine on and after January 1, 1973. 
shall, in accordance with the schedule 
of time specified in subparagraphs (1), 
(2), (3). (4). <5), and (6) of this para¬ 
graph (a), be equipped with substan¬ 
tially constructed canopies or cabs, lo¬ 
cated and installed in such a manner 
that when the operator is at the op¬ 
erating controls of such equipment he 
shall be protected from falls of roof, 
face, or rib, or from rib and face rolls. 
The requirements of tills paragraph (a) 
shall be met as follows: 

(1) On and after January 1. 1974, in 
coal mines having mfning heights of 
72 inches or more; 

(2) On and after July 1. 1974. in 
coal mines having mining heights of 60 
inches or more, but less than 72 inches; 

(3) On and after January 1, 1975, 
in coal mines having mining heights of 
48 inches or more, but less than 60 
inches; 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 41, NO. 77—TUESDAY, APRIL 20, 1976 






NOTICES 


(4) On and after July 1. 1975, in coal 
mines having mining heights of 36 in¬ 
ches or more, but less than 48 inches; 

(5) On and after January 1, 1976, in 
coal mines having mining heights of 24 
inches or more, but less than 36 inches, 
and 

(6) On and after July 1, 1976, in coal 
mines having mining heights of less than 
24 inches. * * * 

The substance of Petitioner’s state¬ 
ment is as follows: 

1. Petitioner is operator of the Lyons 
coal bed mine, Wi~e County. Virginia. 

2. Petitioner seeks n modification of 
the foregoing standard with respect to 
use of the following machinery in low 
coal: a model DE. 2514 inch high. Acme 
roof bolter; and model 16S, 25 inch 
high. Kersey scoops. 

3. Petitioner allege* that, with respect 
to said roof hoi ter, the operator must 
crawl alongside the machine a3 it 1s 
trammed in low coal and that a canopy 
might catch the roof or floor while so 
tramming, resulting in an accident. 

4. Petitioner maintains that said roof 
bolter under present conditions, when 
operating without a canopy, rubs 
against the roof in places. 

5. Petitioner maintains th^t a canopy 
over the operator’s compartment of its 
scoops would limit the operator’s field 
of vision, increasing the chances of an 
accident, and would increase th° height 
of the equipment, pos«dblv resulting in 
an accident from contact with the roof. 

6. The Lyons coal bed mine is just 
starting; the mining height of the coal 
bed at present ranges from 30-31 inches; 
end a man enclosed with the petition 
illustrates that the mining height will be 
lower in some areas of the mine. 1 

Request for Hearing or Comments. 
Persons interested in this petition may 
request a hearing on the petition or fur¬ 
nish comments on or before May 20,1976. 
Such requests or comments mu*t be filed 
with the Office of Hearings and Appeals, 
Hearings Division, US. Department of 
the Interior. 4015 Wilson Boulevard, Ar¬ 
lington, Virginia 22203. Copies of the pe¬ 
tition are available for inspection at that 
address. 

Dated: April 13,1976. 

Bruce A. Burns, 

Acting Director. Office of 
Hearings and Appeals. 

{FH Doc.76-11313 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Forest Service 
LONG PARK RESERVOIR 

Availability of Draft Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to Section 102(2) <C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Forest Service, Department of 


1 The petition is supported by two maps, 
a mine map of th 2 Lyons seam, and a seam 
wap. both of which are available for inspec¬ 
tion at the Hearings Division address, listed 

herein. 


Agriculture, has prepared a draft en¬ 
vironmental statement for the proposed 
Long Park Reservoir, Ashley National 
Forest. Utah. The Forest Service report 
number is USDA-FS-DES (Adm> R4- 
76-14. 

A draft environmental statement has 
been prepared on the proposed Long 
Park Reservoir on the Ashley National 
Forest. The proposed project provides for 
constructing an earth filled dam approx¬ 
imately 110 feet high and 790 feet long. 
It will be located at Long Park in Sec¬ 
tion 13. 14, and 15, T. 2N.. R. 18E. on 
National Forest lands within Daggett 
County. Utah. 

The offstream reservoir will receive 
water through an existing diversion dam 
ar.d canal system. About five miles of 
Lower Sheep Creek Canal would be en¬ 
larged. The reservoir capacity will be 
about 13,700 acre feet with a surface area 
of 400 acres. 

Water will be used as supplemental ir¬ 
rigation for 7,000 acres of farm land, 
municipal and industrial, recreation, and 
wildlife purposes. 

Three reservoired lakes within the 
Weyman Park Wilderness Study Area 
will be stabilized and storage transferred 
to the Long Park Reservoir. In addition, 
the applicant will make available an¬ 
nually to the Utah Division of Wildlife 
Resources about 720 acre feet of water 
for stream flow to enhance the fishery 
habitat at Lower Sheep Creek. 

This draft environmental statement 
was transmitted to CEQ on April 12.1976. 

Copies are available for inspection dur¬ 
ing regular working hours at the fol¬ 
lowing locations: 

USD A. Forest Service. South Agriculture 
Bldg.. Room 3230, 12th St. & Independence 
Ave.. S.W.. Washington. D.C. 20250. 
Regional Planning Office USDA. Forest Serv¬ 
ice, Federal Building, Room 4408, 324-25th 
Street. Og*cn. Utah 84403. 

Forest Supervisor Ashley National Forest. 

437 East Main. Vernal, Utah 84078. 

District Forest Ranger. Flnmirg Gorge 
Ranger District. Dutch John Unit, P.O. Box 
157, Dutch John, Utah 84023. 

A limited number of single copies are 
available upon request to Forest Super¬ 
visor Robert A. Powen, Ashley National 
Forest. 437 East Main. Vernal, Utah 
84078. 

Copies of the environmental state¬ 
ment have been sent to various Federal, 
State, and local agencies as outlined in 
th? CEQ Guidelines. 

Comments are invited from the public, 
and from State and local agencies which 
are authorized to develop and enforce 
environmental standards, and from Fed¬ 
eral agencies having jurisdiction by law 
or special expertise with respect to any 
environmental impact involved for which 
comments have not been requested spe¬ 
cifically. 

Comments concerning the proposed 
action and requests for additional infor¬ 
mation should be addressed to Forest Su¬ 
pervisor Robert A. Rowen, Ashley Na¬ 
tional Forest, 437 East Main, Vernal, 
Utah 84078 by June 11, 1976, in order to 
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be considered in the preparation of the 
final environmental statement. 

Dated: April 12,1976. 

P. M. Rees, 

Director , Regional Planning 

and Budget. 

IFR Doc.76-11299 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am] 


TRAPPER-S’OUXON PLANNING UNIT 

Availability of Draft Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to Section 10212HC) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Forest Service. Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a draft envi¬ 
ronmental statement for the Trapper- 
Siouxon Planning Unit. Gifford Pinchot 
National Forest. Washington. USDA- 
FS R6-DES-* Adm) -76-11. 

The environmental statement con¬ 
cerns a revised land use plan for the 
Trarper-Siouxon Planning Unit. The 
proposed action describes how the vari¬ 
ous resources of the Unit would be used 
and what the output for each resource is 
expected to be. 

This draft environmental statement 
was transmitted to CEQ on April 13, 
1976. 

Copies are available for inspection 
during regular working hours at the fol¬ 
lowing locations: 

USDA. Forest Service. South Agriculture 

Bldg., Room 3230. 12th St & Independence 

Ave., S.W.. Washington, D.C. 20250. 

USDA, Forest Service. Pacific Northwest Re¬ 
gion, 319 S.W. Pine Street. Portland. OR 

97201. 

Gilford Pinchot National Forest. 600 West 

12th Street, Vancouver. WA 98660. 

A limited number of single copies are 
ava’lable upon request to Forest Super¬ 
visor, Robert D. Tokarczyk. Gifford Pin¬ 
chot National Forest, 500 West 12th 
Street. Vancouver. Washington 98660. 

Copies of the environmental state¬ 
ment have been sent to various Federal. 
State, and local agencies as outlined in 
the CEQ guidelines. 

Comments are invited from the public, 
and from State and local agencies which 
are authorized to develop and enforce 
environmental standards, and from Fed¬ 
eral agencies having jurisdiction by law 
or special expertise wflh respect to any 
environmental impact involved for 
which comments have not been request¬ 
ed specifically. 

Comments concerning the proposed 
action and requests for additional infor¬ 
mation should be addressed to Robert D. 
Tokarczyk, Forest Supervisor, Gifford 
Pinchot National Forest. 500 West 12th 
Street, Vancouver, Washington 98630. 
Comments must be received by June 15, 
1976, in order to be considered in the 
preparation of the final environmental 
statement. 

Dated: April 13. 1976. 

Robert R. Tyrrel. 

Director. Planning, Programming 
and Budgeting. 

(FR Doc.76-11300 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am] 
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NOTICES 


Rural Electrification Administration 

WESTERN FARMERS ELECTRIC 
COOPERATIVE, INC. 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Notice is hereby given that the Rural 
Electrification Administration has pre¬ 
pared a Final Environmental Impact 
Statement in accordance with Section 
102(2X0 of the National Environ¬ 
mental Policy Act of 1969. in connection 
with a loan application from Western 
Farmers Electric Cooperative, Inc., P.O. 
Box 429, Anadarko, Oklahoma 73005. 
This loan application, together with 
funds from other sources, includes 
financing for a 280 MW combined- 
cycle generating unit at Anadarko. 
Oklahoma. 

Additional information may be se¬ 
cured on request, submitted to Mr. 
Richard F. Richter, Assistant Adminis¬ 
trator—Electric, Rural Electrification 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. Washington, D.C. 20250. 
The Final Environmental Impact State¬ 
ment may be examined during regular 
business hours at the offices of REA in 
the South Agriculture Building. 12th 
Street and Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington. D.C., Room 4322, or at 
Western Farmers Electric Cooperative, 
Inc., P.O. Box 429, Anadarko, Oklahoma 
73005. 

Final REA action may be taken with 
respect to this matter after thirty (30) 
days. 

Any loan which may be pursuant to 
this application will be subject to, and 
release of funds thereunder will be con¬ 
tingent upon, REA’s reaching satisfac¬ 
tory conclusions with respect to en¬ 
vironmental effects and final REA action 
will be taken only after compliance with 
Environmental Statement procedures 
required by the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 14th 
day of April 1976. 

David H. Askegaard, 

Acting Administrator , Rural 
Electric fication Administration. 

|FR Doc.76-11296 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Domestic and International Business 
Administration 

NUMERICALLY CONTROLLED MACHINE 
TOOL TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMIT¬ 
TEE 

Rescheduled Meeting—Notice of Partially 
Closed Meeting 

On March 4, 1976, there was published 
in the Federal Register (41 FR 9410) 
a notice of partially closed meeting of 
the Numerically Controlled Machine 
Tool Technical Advisory Committee. No¬ 
tice is hereby given of an amendment 
to this earlier notice of meeting. The 
scheduled meeting of the Numerically 
Controlled Machine Tool Technical Ad¬ 
visory Committee will take place on May 

26 and May 27, 1976, instead of on May 

27 alone. The meeting will begin at 9:30 


a.m. on May 26 in Room 4833. Main Com¬ 
merce Building, 14th and Constitution 
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. The 
agenda for the May 26th session of the 
meeting will be a discussion of matters 
properly classified under Executive Or¬ 
der 11652, dealing with the U.S. and CO- 
COM control program and strategic cri¬ 
teria related thereto. Accordingly, it will 
be held in Executive Session. 

The May 27th session will take place 
in Room 3817, Main Commerce Building, 
14th and Constitution Avenue. N.W., 
Washington, D.C. The agenda remains 
the same as that announced in the ear¬ 
lier notice of meeting. However, the May 
27th session will begin at 9:30 a.m. in¬ 
stead of at 8:30 a.m.. as previously 
announced. 

The statement in the March 4 notice 
of partially closed meeting regarding the 
closing to the public of the Executive 
Session of the meeting because it will be 
concerned w T ith matters listed in 5 U.S.C. 
552(b)(1). i.e., it is specifically required 
by Executive Order 11652 that they be 
kept confidential in the interest of the 
national security, applies both to the 
Executive Session to be held on May 26, 
and the one to be held on May 27. 

For further information, contact Mr. 
Charles C. Swanson, Director, Opera¬ 
tions Division, Office of Export Adminis¬ 
tration, Domestic and International 
Business Administration, Room 1617M, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20230, telephone: A/C 202/ 
377-4190. 

Dated: April 15,1976. 

Rauer H. Meyer, 
Director , Office of Export Ad¬ 
ministration , Bureau of East- 
West Trade , U.S. Department 
of Commerce. 

|FR Doc.76-11388 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration 

ADVISORY COMMITTEES 
Meetings 

In accordance with Section 10(a)(2) 
of the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(5 U.S.C. Appendix I), announcement is 
made of the following National Advisory 
bodies scheduled to assemble during the 
month of May 1976: 

Interagency Committee on Federal 

Activities for Alcohol Abuse & Al¬ 
coholism 

May 17-18—Open Meeting. 

May 17,1:30 p.m. 

May 18, 9:00 a.m. 

HEW North Building, Conference 
Room 113, 330 Independence Ave., S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 

Contact: Helen Osheroff, Parklawn 
Building, Room 14C-04, 5600 Fishers 
Lane. Rockville. Maryland 20852, 301- 
443-3765. 

Purpose: The Interagency Committee 
on Federal Activities for Alcohol Abuse 


and Alcoholism <1> evaluates the ade¬ 
quacy and technical soundness of all 
Federal programs and activities which 
relate to alcohol abuse and alcoholism 
and provides for the communication 
and exchange of information neeessan 
to maintain the coordination and effec¬ 
tiveness of such programs and activities 
and (2) seeks to coordinate efforts un¬ 
dertaken to deal with alcohol abuse and 
alcoholism in carrying out Federal 
health, welfare, rehabilitation, highway 
safety, law enforcement, and economic 
opportunity laws. 

Agenda: This meeting wdll be open tx> 
the public. On May 17, there will be an 
orientation to include mandate of Com¬ 
mittee and a presentation by each gov¬ 
ernment participant of the activities on¬ 
going in his particular Department 
Agency or Office related to alcohol abuse 
and alcoholism. On May 18, there will be 
discussion and determination and selec¬ 
tion by each Agency represented of a 
specific coordinating action task to be 
taken in conjunction with at least one 
other Agency and to be accomplished 
prior to the next meeting. 

Mental Health Services Research 
Review Committee 

May 24-26; 9:00 a.m. 

National 4-H Foundation; 7100 Con¬ 
necticut Av.. Chevy Chase, Maryland 

Open—May 24, 9:00-9:30 a.m. 

Closed—Otherwise. 

Contact: James Cumiskey, Parklawn 
Building, Room 11C-17, 5600 Fishers 
Lane. Rockville. Maryland. 20852, 301- 
443-3765. 

Purpose: The Committee is charged 
with the initial review of grant appli¬ 
cation for Federal assistance in the pro¬ 
gram areas administered by the National 
Institute of Mental Health relating to 
mental health services research and 
makes recommendations to the National 
Advisory Mental Health Council for final 
review. 

Agenda: From 9:00 to 9:30 a.m., May 
24, the meeting will be open for discus¬ 
sion of administrative announcements 
and program developments. Otherwise 
the Committee will be performing initial 
review of grant applications for Federal 
assistance and will not be open to the 
public in accordance with the determina¬ 
tion by the Administrator, Alcohol. Drug 
Abuse, and Mental Health Administra¬ 
tion. pursuant to the provisions of Sec¬ 
tion 552(b)(5) and 552(b)(6), Title 5 
U.S. Code and Section 10(d) of Public 
Law 92-463 (5 U.S.C. Appendix I> 

Crime and Delinquency Review 
Committee 

May 27-28; 9:00 a.m. 

Plaza Room, Dupont Plaza Hotel, 1500 
New Hampshire Avenue, N.W.. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 

Open—May 27, 9:00-10:15 a.m 

Closed—Otherwise. 

Contact: Carol Beall. Parklawn Build¬ 
ing, Room 18C-03, 5600 Fishers Lane 
Rockville, Maryland, 20852. 301-443- 
3728. 
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Purpose: The Committee is charged 
with the initial review of grant applica¬ 
tions for Federal assistance in the pro¬ 
gram areas administered by the National 
Institute of Mental Health relating to 
research and training activities in crime 
and delinquency, law and mental health 
interactions, and individual violent be¬ 
havior and makes recommendations to 
the National Advisory Mental Health 
Council foe f* nal review. 

Agenda: From 9:00 to 10:15 ami.. May 
27, the meeting will be open for discus¬ 
sion of administrative announcements 
and program developments. Otherwise, 
the Committee will be performing initial 
review of grant applications for Federal 
assistance and will not be open to the 
public in accordance with the determina¬ 
tion by the Administrator, Alcohol, Drug 
Abuse, and Mental Health Administra¬ 
tion, pursuant to the provisions of Sec¬ 
tion 552<b) (5) and 552(b)(6), Title 5 
U.S. Code and Section 10(d) of Public 
Law 92 163 (5 U.S.C. Appendix I). 


Subst ntive information may be ob¬ 
tained from the contact persons listed 
above. 

The NIAAA Information Officer who 
will furnish summaries of the meeting 
and rosters of the Committee members 
is Mr. Harry C. Bell, Associate Director 
for Public Affairs, NIAAA. Room 6C-15, 
Park)awn Bui*ding. 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, Maryland 20852, 301-443-3306. 
The NIMH Information Officer who will 
furnish summaries of the meetings and 
rosters of the committee members is Mr. 
Edv.in Long, Deputy Director, Division 
of Scientific and Public Information, 
NIMH. Room 15-105, Parklawn Build¬ 
ing. 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, Mary¬ 
land 20852,301-443-3600. 

Dated: April 14. 1976. 

Carolyn T. Evans, 
Committee Management Offi¬ 
cer, Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and 
Mental Health Administra¬ 
tion. 

IFR Doc.7C-11204 Filed 4-10-76:8:45 am| 


Food and Drug Administration 
ADVISORY COMMITTEES 
Notice of Meetings 

This notice announces forthcoming meetings of the public advisory committees 
of the I ood and Drug Administration. It also sets out a summary of the procedures 
governing the committee meetings and the methods by which interested persons 
may participate in the op:n public hearings conducted by the committees. The 
notice is issued under section 10(a) (1) and (2) of the Federal Advirorv Committee 
Act (Pub. L. 92-463. 86 Stat. 770-776 (5 U.S.C. App. I)). The following advisory 
committee meetings are announced: 


CommlHoc name 


Date, time, and place Type of meeting and contact person 


1. Science Advisory Hoard to May t and ft, 8:30 a.m.. Open public f earing May 4, S:30 to 9:30 a.m.: open 
ttie National Center for Lecture Itoom. Ruthling committee discussion May 4. 9:30 a.m. to adiourn- 

Toxicolnglral Itescarch. 12. National Center ofr incut on May 5; A. K. Davis, Pb. !)., National 

Toxicological Research, Center for Toxicological Research, Jefferson, Ark. 
Jefferson. Ark., on May L 72079, SOl Mti GftJU. 
on Mav ft. nt the Camelot 
Inn, Lillie Rock, Ark. 


General function of the committee. 
Advises on establishment and implemen¬ 
tation of a research program that will 
assist the Commissioner of Food and 
Drugs and the Administrator. Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency, in fulfilling 
their regulatory responsibilities. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. During 
this portion any interested person may 
present data, information, or views, 


orally or in writing, on issues pending 
be f orc the committee. 

Open committee discussion. Scientific 
program summaries and response to 
Science Advisory Board recommenda¬ 
tions: hormone carcinogenesis program: 
introduction to poster sessions for pro¬ 
gram activities: subcommittee consulta¬ 
tion with NCTR staff; new programs— 
immunology; subcommittee reports; for¬ 
mulation of recommendations. 


Committal* name 

Date, time, and place 

Type of meeting and contact person 

2. Panel on Review of Ortho¬ 
pedic Devices. 

May 5. 9 a.m.. Cliase Park 
Plaza Hotel. Lucas Room, 
St. Louis, Mo. 

Open public hearing 9 to 10 a.m.: open committee 
discussion 10a.m. toft p.m.; James G, Dillon. Ph. D. 
(IIFK-400\ K7ft7 Georgia Ave., Sliver Spring, Mil. 
20910. 301T27 7238. 


General function of the committee. 
Reviews and evaluates available data 
concerning the safety and effectiveness 
of devices currently in use and makes 
recommendations for their regulation. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. Inter¬ 
ested parties are invited to present per¬ 
tinent information during the open por¬ 
tion of the meeting. Parties interested 
in making presentations should contact 


James G. Dillon, Ph.D., Associate Execu¬ 
tive Secretary. 

Open committee discussion. The fol¬ 
lowing topics will be addressed at the 
meeting: (1) Standards development 
and product development protocols con¬ 
cerning medical devices, by Tim Hub¬ 
bard (Zimmer); (2) cruciate ligament 
protocol development; (3) air tourniquet 
standards; (4) general controls and 
exempt devices; and (5) specific device 
hazard listing. 
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Committee name 

Dale, time, and place 

Type of meeting and contact person * 

3 Panel on Review of Blood 
and Blood Derivatives. 

Mav 6 and 8, 9 a.m., Room 
121, NIH, Building 29, 
8800 Rockville Pike, Be- 
thesda, Md. 

Open public hearing May ft, 9 a.m. to 12 30 p.m.: open 
committee discussion May ft. 1:30 to A p.m.; closed 
committee deliberations May fl, 8:30 a.m. to ft p.m.; 
Clay Sisk <HFB)-5. 8800 Rockville Pike, Bothcsda, 
Md. 20014. 301-496-4545. 


General junction of the committee. 
Reviews and evaluates available data 
concerning the safety and effectiveness 
of biological products. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. During 
this portion any interested person may 
present data, information, or views, 
orally or in writing, on issues pending 
before the committee. 

Open committee discussion. Discussion 
of the safety and effectiveness of certain 
plasma fractionation products: (1) Fi¬ 
brinogen (Human); (2) Antihemophilic 
Factor (Human); (3) Factor IX Com¬ 
plex <Human >; (4) Normal Serum 


Fraction (Human); and (6) Rho <D) 
Immune Globulin (Human). 

Closed committee deliberations. Review 
of data submission from producers of 
plasma fractionation products includ¬ 
ing: Fibrinogen (Human); Antihemo¬ 
philic Factor (Human); Factor IX Com¬ 
plex (Human); Normal Serum Albumin 
(Human); Plasma Protein Fraction 
(Human); and Rho <D> Immune Globu¬ 
lin (Human). 

This portion of the meeting will be 
closed to permit discussion of trade se¬ 
cret data and to allow for the free ex¬ 
change of internal views and formula¬ 
tion of recommendations (5 U.S.C. 552 


Albumin (Human); 

(5) Plasma Protein 

(b) (4) and (5)). 

Committee name 

Date, Uit)i\ and place 

TyjH' of meeting and contact fiersnn 

4 Panel on Review of Oral 
Cavity Drug Product*. 

May 6 and 7,9 a.m.. Confer¬ 
ence Room B, Parklawn 
Bldg.. 5600 Fishers I,ai»C, 
Rockville, Md. 

Open public hearing May 6, 9 to 10 a.m.; closed com¬ 
mittee delil»eralions May 6 . 10 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., 
Muy 7, 9 a.m. to 4:80 p.m.; John T. Me Elroy (II Kl>~ 
510). 5600 Fisher* umc, Rockville, Md. 20852, 
301 443 1900. 


General junction of the committee . 
Reviews and evaluates available data 
concerning the safety and effectiveness 
of nonprescription drug products. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. During 
this portion any interested person may 
present data. Information, or views, oral¬ 
ly or in writing, on Issues pending before 
the committee. 

Closed committee deliberations . The 
panel will review data submitted in con¬ 
fidence pursuant to the OTC (over-the- 
counter drug products) review’s call for 
data for this panel (see also 21 CFR 
330.10(a)(2)). This will include product 
names, formulas, and formulation proc¬ 
ess data, sales data, and, in some cases, 
portions of pending or approved new 


drug applications (NDA's ). Also, discus¬ 
sions relating to labeling, drug class 
standards, and testing will often be in¬ 
termixed with discussion of formulas, 
sales data, or NDA material in such a 
way that the two discussions often can¬ 
not be separated without seriously im¬ 
peding the progress of the panel’s de¬ 
liberations. 

The panel will be reviewing, voting 
upon, and modifying the content of 
summary minutes and categorization of 
ingredients and claims. This portion of 
the meeting will be closed to permit dis¬ 
cussion of trade secret data, to protect 
the free exchange of internal views, and 
for formulation of recommendations (5 
U.S.C. 552(b) (4) and (5)). 


Committee name Date, time, and place Type of mating and contact person 


6. Obstetrics and Gynecol¬ 
ogy Advisory Commit¬ 
tee. 


Muy 8 and7,0 a.m.. Confer¬ 
ence Room G-H, Park- 
lawn Bldg.. 5(100 Fishers 
I/nie, Rockville, Md. 


Open public, hearing Illy 0, 9 to 10 n.ra,; open com¬ 
mittee discussion May 6, 10 cum. lo 1 p.m.; closed 
committee deliberations May 6,1 to 3 p.m.; open com¬ 
mittee discussion May 7, 10 o.m. to 1 p.m.; Hosed 
committee dHilierotlons May 7. I to 3 p. m.; A. T. 
Grcgulre. Ph. D. (HFD-180), 5600 Fishers Lane. 
Rockville, Md. 20852, 301 443-3510. 


Agenda—Open public hearing. During 
this portion any interested person may 
present data, information, or views, oral¬ 
ly, or in writing, on issues pending be¬ 
fore the committee. 

Open committee discussion. Discus¬ 
sion of the use of ethanol in the preven¬ 
tion of premature labor; clomid—out¬ 
come of pregnancies; progesterone sup¬ 


positories for the treatment of luteal 
phase deficiencies; and the postcoital 
Copper T. 

Closed committee deliberations. Dis¬ 
cussion of subjects shown in open session 
above. This portion of the meeting will 
be closed to protect the free exchange of 
Internal views and for formulation of 
recommendations (5 U.S.C. 552(b)(5)). 


Committee name Date, time, and place Type of meeting and coatnct person 


8. Panel on Review' of Mis¬ 
cellaneous Internal Drug 
Products. 


May 9 and 10, 9 a.m. on 
May 10. Conference Room 
O, Parklawn Bldg., 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, 
Md. 


Closed committee dellberatIons May 9. 9 a.m. to 4:30 
p.m.; open public hearing May 10,9 to 10 a.m.;closed 
committee delllwrailons May 10,10 a.m. to4:30j>.m.; 
Armond M. Welch (HFD-610), 6000 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, Md. 20852, 301-443-4900. 
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General function of the committee. 
Reviews and evaluates available data 
concerning the safety and effectiveness 
of nonprescription drug products. 

Agenda—Closed committee delibera¬ 
tions. The panel will review data sub¬ 
mitted in confidence pursuant to the 
OTC (over-the-counter drugs) review’s 
call for data for this panel (see also 21 
CFR 330.10(a)(2)). This will include 
product names, formulas, sales data, and 
a portion of an approved new drug ap¬ 
plication (NDA). 


Committee name Dote. time, and place 


7. Diagnostic Products Ad- May 10and 11,0a.m., Room 
visory Committee. 1137. PEW-N. 33n lude- 

pondciuv* A ve. SW.. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 


Tills port’on of the meeting will be 
closed to permit discussion of trade se¬ 
cret data, to protect the free exchange 
of internal views, and for formulation of 
recommendations (5 U.S.C. 552(b) (4) 
and (5)). 

Open public hearing. During this por¬ 
tion any interested person may present 
data, informat’on, or views, orally or in 
writing, on issues pending before the 
committee. 

Type of meeting and contact person 

Open puMic hwrftm Mny 10, 0 to 10 n.m.; open com¬ 
mittee. di«cUfalnn Mry JO. to a.m. to 5 p.m., May 11, 
0a.m.to5p.m.; Elolso Rnvenson, Ph. 1).(UFK-200), 
K7S7 (Georgia Avc.. Silver Spring. Md. 20010, 301-127- 


Geiieral function of the committee. 
Reviews and evaluates available data 
concerning the sa f ety and effectiveness 
of products currently in use and makes 
recommendations for their regulation. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. In¬ 
terested parties are encouraged to pre¬ 
sent information pertinent to the tenta¬ 
tive clas^iHcation of in vitro diagnostic 
products listed in this announcement to 
Dr. Eloise Eavenron, Executive Secre¬ 
tary. 

All products tentatively classified by 
the following in vitro diagnostic product 
subcommittees will be reviewed; (1) 
Clinical Chemistry; (2) Microbiology; 
<3> Immunology; (4) Toxicology; (5) 
Hematology "Pathology. Additionally, 
interested parties are encouraged to 
present inio mation rextinent to the 
open discussion agenda items in this 
announcement. 


Open committee discussion. The Di¬ 
agnostic Products Advisory Committee 
will review and discuss products tenta¬ 
tively classified by each of the subcom¬ 
mittees. The rtatus of the rroposed 
glucose product class standard and the 
evacation protocol will be di*cu~sed. 
Information and approaches being u^ed 
for the development of proposed r roduct 
class standards for glucose, calibrators, 
hemoglobin, non treponemal syphili*. 
and rube’la will be reviewed. A review of 
subcommittee activities will be pre¬ 
sented. 

Those persons desiring to make for¬ 
mal presentations should noti r v Dr. 
Flore Eevenson. in writing, l y May ]. 
1976, end submit a brie* statement on 
the evidence or arguments they wi<*h to 
present including any data or refer¬ 
ences, the nrmes and add 1 e res of rro- 
rosed participants, and also an indica¬ 
tion o r the approximate time required to 
make their comment:. 


Commute* name 

Date. time, and place 

Typ** of mertJng and contact person 

8. Panel on Pevlow of Denti¬ 
frices and Dental Caro 
Agents. 

May 11 and 1?. 9 n.m.. Con- Open public l earlnp Mny 11.9 tc 10 a.m.; closedcom- 
ferenco Poom ( .lark- mittcc drill era Urns ft ay ] I. if a.m. lo 4 ?G i> m 
^ ft a p1 * 10 4 30 P ™-: Michael D. Kennedy 

Lane. Rock\Hlo,Md. (ITFD-^g).5600 Fishers lane, Rockville, Md. 20852, 

General function of the committee. 
Reviews and evaluates available data 
concerning the safety and effectiveness 
of nonprercription drug products. 

Agenda — Open public hearing. Dur¬ 
ing this portion any interested perron 
may present data, information, or 
views. oraUy or in writing, on issues 
pending before the committee. 

Closed committee deliberations. The 
panel wiM be reviewing, voting upon, 
end modifying draft #2 of its final re¬ 
port in preparation for submission to 
the Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 

Thh rortion of the meeting will be 
closed to permit the free exchange of 
internal views and to avoid undue in- 
terferenre with panel operations (5 
U.S.C. 552(b)(5)). 

Committee name 

Date, time, and place 

Type of meeting and contcct person 

9. Cardiovascular and Penal 
Advisory Ccmmittoe. 

May 11 and 12. 0 a.m.. Con¬ 
ference Room F, Park- 
lawn Pldg., 5000 Fishers 
Lane, Rcckvllle, Md. 

Open committee dlreusskn May II, f a.ir. to 3 p.m.* 
closed corn litre drill m tkrs ft rv II. 2 to S r.m.; 
cron ful lie hrarlrp ft'ry 12. f> to If n.m.; oi cn com¬ 
mittor discussion ft'ry j?, ic n.m. to l t .tv - closed 
committee delil era lions May l:\ lr?0 to 3:?o p m.* 
loan C. FtnndHorl (BFD-11C), [.m Fishers Lane,’ 
Rockville. Md. 20862,201-113-4720. 


General function of the committee. 
Reviews and evaluates available data 
concerning safety and effectiveness of 
marketed and investigational prescrip¬ 


tion drugs for use in cardiovascular and 
renal disorders. 

Agenda—Open committee discussion. 
Discussion of the current medical status 
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of aldactazicle and guideline protocols 
for antihypertensivc, antiarrhythmic 
and anti-anginal drugs. 

Closed committee deliberations. Dis¬ 
cussion of subjects shown in open ses¬ 
sion. This portion of the meeting will 
be closed to protect the free exchange 


of internal views and for formulation 
of committee recommendations <5 
U.S.C. 552(b) (5)). 

Open public hearing. During this por¬ 
tion any interested person may present 
data, information, or views, orally or in 
writing, on issues pending before the 
committee. 


Committee name Date, lime, and place Type of meeting ami contact person 


10. Orthotlc/Trosthetic Sub- May 13 and 14, 0 8.m., Open public hearing May 13, 9 to 10 a.m.; open com- 
commlttoeof the Panel Denver Frown Palace, mlttee discussion Mny 13, 10 o.m. to 5 n.ni.. May 14. 

on Review of Physical Denver, Colo. 9 a.m. to 5 p.m.; Johnsie W. Pallry (TfFK-440), 8757 

Medicine (Physlntry) Goorgia Ave., Silver Spring, Md. 20910, 301-427-7234. 

Devices. 


General function of the committee. 
Reviews and evaluates available data 
concerning the safety and effectiveness 
of devices currently in use and makes 
recommendations for their regulation. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. Inter¬ 
ested parties are encouraged to present 
information pertinent to the classifica¬ 
tion of external orthotic'prosthetic de¬ 
vices listed in this announcement to 


Johnsie W. Bailey, Executive Secretary. 
Submission of data restive to tentative 
classification findings is also invited. 

Open committee discussion. Discus- 
sioas will be held for standards on adap¬ 
tive hand-driving controls, knee units 
(modular), ankle Toot assembly and 
wheelchairs. Priorities of remaining de¬ 
vices for standards development and 
specific areas will be identified. 


Committee mime Date, time, and place 


Tyre of meeting and contact person 


11. Implants Subcommittee May 14. 9 a.m.. Room 4131, 
of th-Panel on Review I1EW-N. 330 Indepond- 

of Cardiovascular ence Avo. SW., Washing- 

Devices. ton, D.C. 


Open public hearing 9 to 10 a.m.: open comirlttoe 
discussion 10 a.m. to 3 p.m.: closed committee delib¬ 
erations 3 to 4 p.m.; Glenn A. Rahmoeller'(nFK-400) f 
8757 Georgia Avo., Silver Spring, Md. 20910, 301- 
427-7220. 


General function of the committee. 
Reviews and evaluates available data 
concerning the safety and effectiveness 
of devices currently in use and makes 
recommendations for their regulations. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. Inter¬ 
ested parties are encouraged to present 
information pertinent to the classifica¬ 
tion of vascular graft prosthescs to Glenn 
A. RahmoeTer, Executive Secretary. 
Submission of data relative to tentative 
classification findings is also invited. 

Open committee discussion. The Car¬ 
diovascular Device Panel has tentatively 
classified vascular graft prostheses 
smaller than 6 millimeters (mm) dia¬ 
meter in the premarket approval cate¬ 
gory and those larger than 6mm dia¬ 
meter in the standards category. 


Several guest speakers have been in¬ 
vited to present their views concerning 
the safety and efficacy of these devices, 
their classification, and data with which 
standards could be written if standards 
are appropriate. The open committee 
discussion will consist of these presenta¬ 
tions and an opportunity for the sub¬ 
committee members and the public to 
ask questions. 

Closed committee deliberations. The 
subcommittee members will review the 
material presented during the open ses¬ 
sions and wfil make specific recommen¬ 
dations concerning the classification of 
these devices and appropriate standards. 
This part of the meeting will be closed 
to protect the free exchange of internal 
views (5 U.S.C. 552(b)(5)). 


Committee name 

Dale, time, and place 

Type of meeting and contact person 

12. Panel on Review or AnU- 
microbi&l Agents. 

May 14, 15. and 13. Confer¬ 
ence Room A, Park lawn 
Rldg., 5(100 Fishers Lone, 
Rockville, Md. 

Open public hearing Mny 14, 9 to 10 a.m.; closed com¬ 
mittee delfhem*Ions May 14. 10 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.. 
May 15 and 10.9 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.; Armond M. Welch 
(11 FI>-510). 5000 Fishers Lone, Rockville, Md. 



20852, 301-443-4M0. 


General function of the committee . 
Reviews and evaluates available data 
concerning the safety and effectiveness 
of nonprescription drug products. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. During 
this portion any interested person may 
present data, information, or views, 
orally or in writing, on issues pending 
before the committee. 

Closed committee deliberations. The 
panel will review data submitted in con¬ 
fidence pursuant to the OTC (over-the- 
counter drugs) review's c all fo r data for 
this panel (see also 21 CFR 330.10(a) 


(2)). Discussions relating to labeling, 
drug class standards, and testing will 
often be intermixed with discussion of 
formulas, sales data, or NDA material 
in such a way that the two discussions 
often cannot be separated without seri¬ 
ously impending the progress of the pan¬ 
el’s deliberations. 

Tills portion of the meeting will be 
closed to permit discussion of trade se¬ 
cret data, to protect the free exchange 
of internal views, and for formulation of 
recommendations (5 U.S.C. 552(b) (4) 
and (5)). 
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Committee name Date, time, and place Type of meeting and contact person 


13. Panel op Review of Mis- May 10 and 17, 9 a.m. on 
collaneouR External May 17, Conference Room 
Drug Products. K. Parklnwn Bldg.. 5600 

Fishers Lane, Rockville, 
Md. 


Closed committee deliberations May 16. 9 a.m. to 
1:30 p.m.; open public hearing May 17, 9 to 10 a.n».; 
closed committee dc libera' Ions May 17. 10 a.m. to 
4:30 p.m.; Michael 1). Kennedy (HFD-510). 3600 
Fishers Lane. Rockville, Md. 20832. 301-443-4960. 


t 


General Junction of the committee. 
Reviews and evaluates available data 
concerning the safety and effectiveness 
of nonprescription drug products. 

Agenda—Closed committee delibera¬ 
tions. The panel will review data sub¬ 
mitted in confidence pursuant to the 
OTC (over-the-counter drugs> review’s 
call for data for this panel (see also 21 
CFR 330.10(a)(2)). This will include 
product names, formulas, sales data, 
process data, and fcrmulation and. in 
some cases, portions of pending or ap¬ 
proved new drug applications (NDA’s), 
Also, discussions relating to labeling, 
drug class standards, and testing will 


often be intermixed with discussion of 
formulas, sales data or NDA material 
in such a way that the two discussions 
often cannot be separated without seri¬ 
ously impeding the progress of the 
panel’s deliberations. 

This portion of the meeting will be 
closed to permit discussion of trade 
secret data, to protect the free exchange 
of internal views, and for formulation of 
recommendations (5 U.S.C. 552(b) (4) 
and (5)). 

Open public hearing. During this por¬ 
tion any interested person may present 
data, information, or views, orally or in 
writing, on Issues pending before the 
committee. 


Committee name Date, time, and place 


Type of meeting nml contact person 


M. Panel on Review of May 17 ami 18. Room 121, 
Bacterial Vaccines and NI FI, Bldg. 29, 8800 Rock- 
Toxoids. v villo Pike, Beiliesda, Md. 


Open public liraring May 17. 9 to 10 a.m.; open com¬ 
mittee discussion May 17. 10 a.m. to t p.m.. May !8, 
9 to 11 a.rn.; closed committee deliberations May 18, 
11 a.rn. to 4 p.m.: Jack (lert/og <11FB .V. 8800 Rock¬ 
ville Pike. Bothesda, Md. 20014. 301-490-4545. 


General Junction of the committee. 
Reviews and evaluates available data 
concerning the safety and effectiveness 
of biological rroducts. 

Agenda—Open public hcarinp. During 
thi3 portion any interested person may 
present data, information, or views, 
orally or in writing, on issues pending 
before the committee. 

Open committee discussion. Previous 
meeting’s minutes; communications re¬ 
ceived; comments from observers; dis¬ 
cussion of generic statement for Pertus¬ 
sis immune globulin, of generic state¬ 


ment for diphtheria antitoxin, and of 
position statement on labeling. 

Closed committee deliberations. Con¬ 
tinued review of the following specific 
products: Tetanus antitoxin, diphtheria 
antitoxin, botuhnal antitoxin, pertussis, 
immune globulin. Data rubmissions, pos¬ 
sibly including trade secret information, 
will be reviewed. This portion of the 
meeting will be closed to protect the 
free exchange of Internal views and 
trade secrets and to avoid undue inter¬ 
ference with committee operations (5 
U.S.C. 552(b) (4) and (5)). 


Committee name Date, time, and place 


Type of meeting and contact person 


15. Toxicology Advisory May 17 and 18, 0 a.m., Con- 
Committee. fcrencc R<x>m O, Park- 

lawn Bldg.. 5600 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, Md. 


Open committee discussion May 17. 9 a.m. to 1 p.m.; 
ojhmi public hearing Mav 17, ! to 2 p.m.; open com¬ 
mittee discussion May 17, 2 io 4:30 p.m.. May 18. 
9 a.nu to 1 p.m.; open public hearing May 18,1 to 2 

f an.; open committee discussion May 18. 2 to 3 p.m.; 
pffrey A. SlafTa, Ph. 1). (IlFS-50), 6000 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, Md. 20852, 3(11-443-445)0. 


General function of the committee. Re¬ 
views and evaluates available data re¬ 
lating to the evaluation of the safety of 
chemicals present In food, drugs, cos¬ 
metics, and medical devices. Advises oh 
tho safety of specific human drugs, ani¬ 
mal drugs, color and food additives, cos¬ 
metic components, and components of 
devices. Recommends the development of 
standardized methodologies for the tox¬ 
icity testing of such materials. 


Agenda—Open committee discussion. 
Consideration of scientific issues involved 
in the metabolism of animal drugs and 
discussion of lead in baby and infant 
foods. 

Open public hearing. During this por¬ 
tion any interested person may present 
data, information, or views, orally or in 
writing, on issues pending before the 
committee. 


Conunil.too name Date, time, and place 


Type of meeting and contact person 


16. Panel on Review of Ear, May 18, 9:30 a.m.. Holiday 0|>en public hearing 9:30 to 10:30 a.m.; open committed 
Nose, and Throat Do- Inn. Spring Room East discussion 10:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.; Harry R. Saulier- 

vices. (4th floor), 8777 (icorgla man, P.E. (HFK-450), 8757 Georgia Ave. t Silver 

Ave., Silver Spring, Md. Spring, Md. 20910, 301-427-7220. 
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General function of the committee . 
Reviews and evaluates available data 
concerning the safety and effectiveness 
of devices currently in use and makes 
recommendations for their regulation. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. The en¬ 
tire meeting will be held in open session. 
Interested parties are encourage to pre¬ 
sent information pertinent to the com¬ 
mittee discussions listed in this an¬ 
nouncement to Harry R. Sauberman, 
PH., Executive Secretary. 

Open committee discussion. The Ear. 
Nose, and Throat Panel will continue its 
review of high priority devices that have 
been placed in the standards category: 
Hearing aids, nystagmographs, auditory 
impedance testers, facial nerve stimu¬ 
lators, and hearing aid and audiometer 
calibration sets. Clinical information and 


data will be reviewed by the panel in 
order to address: (1) Identification of 
potential health risks or lack of efficacy 
in the use of these devices; and <2) iden¬ 
tification of criteria for the development 
of safety and performance standards. 

The panel will review the state-of-the- 
art of electrocochleography as a clinical 
technique and will classify electroco- 
chleographic devices into a regulatory 
category. 

The status of the proposed ANSI 
(American National Standards Institute) 
standard for hearing aids will also be 
reviewed at this meeting. 

Representatives of the concerned pub¬ 
lic, professional associations, and medi¬ 
cal device industries are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in these discussions. 


Committee name Date, time, and place Type of meeting and contact person 


17. Subcommittee on near- Mav 19, 9:30 a.m.. Holiday Open pnhlic hearing 9:30 to 10:30 n.m.: open committee 
in* Aids and Audio- Jnn, Spring Room East discussion 10:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.; Harry R. .Sauber- 

mctric Devices of the (4th floor), 8777 Georgia man, P.K. (HFK-450), 8757 Georgia Ave., Silver 

Panel on Review of Ave., Silver Spring, Md. Spring, Md. 20910, 301-427-722(1. 

Ear, Nose, and Throat 
Devices. 


General function of the committee. 
Reviews and evaluates available data 
concerning the safety and effectiveness 
of devices currently in use and makes 
recommendations for their regulation. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. The en¬ 
tire meeting will be held in open session. 
Interested parties are encouraged to 
present information pertinent to the 
subcommittee discussions listed in this 
announcement to Harry R. Sauberman, 
PH., Executive Secretary. 

Open committee discussion. At this 
second meeting, the Healing Aids and 


Audiometric Subcommittee will consider 
two main items: (1) A comparison of 
the proposed ANSI (American National 
Standards Institute) standard for audi¬ 
ometers with the existing standard: and 
(2) discussion of the technical charac¬ 
teristics of auditory trainers directed 
toward comments and recommendations 
regarding the development of perform¬ 
ance standards for these devices. The 
subcommittee invites the participation of 
representatives of the concerned public, 
professional associations, and medical 
device industries in these discussions. 


Committee name Date, time, and place Type of meeting and contact person 


18. Panel on Review of Top- May 19 and 20, 9 n.m., Con¬ 
ical Analgesics. ference Room B, Park- 

lawn Bldg.. 5000 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, Md. 


Open public hearing May 19. 0 to 10 a.m.: closed com¬ 
mittee deliberations May 19, 10 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.. 
May 20,9 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.: Lee Gelsnmr (HFD-510), 
5000 Fishers Lone, Rockville, Md. 20852,301-443-4900. 


General function of the committee. 
Reviews and evaluates available data 
concerning the safety and effectiveness 
of nonprescription drug products. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. During 
this portion any interested person may 
present data, information, or views, or¬ 
ally or in writing, on issues pending be¬ 
fore the committee. 

Closed committee deliberations. The 
panel will review data submitted in con¬ 
fidence pursuant to the OTC (over-the- 
counter drugs) review’s call for data for 
this panel (see also 21 CFR 330.10(a) 
(2)). This will include product names, 
formulas and formulation process data, 
sales data, and, in some cases, portions 
of pending or approved new drug appli¬ 


Committce name Date, time, and place 


cations (NDA’s). Also, discussions re¬ 
lating to labeling, drug class standards, 
and testing will often be intermixed with 
discussion of formulas, sales data, or 
NDA material in such a way that the 
two discussions often cannot be separated 
without seriously impeding the progress 
of the panel’s deliberations. 

The panel will be reviewing, voting 
upon, and modifying the content of sum¬ 
mary minutes and categorization of in¬ 
gredients and claims. 

This portion of the meeting will be 
closed to permit discussion of trade secret 
data, to protect the free exchange of in¬ 
ternal views, and for formulation of rec¬ 
ommendations (5 U.S.C. 552(b) (4) and 
(5)). 


Type of meeting and contact person 


19. Dental Drag Products May 19 and 20. 9 a.m., Con- 
Advisory Committee. ference Room G, Park- 
lawn Bldg.. 5600 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, Md. 


Open public hearing May 19, 9 to 10 a.m.; open com¬ 
mittee discussion May 10, 10 a.m. to 4 p.m.. May 20, 
9 a.m. tc 4 p.m.; Clarence C. Ollkes, P.D.8. (HrD- 
100), 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, Md. 20852, 301- 
443-3560. 
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General function of the committee. 
Reviews and evaluates available data 
concerning the safety and effectiveness 
of marketed and investigational prescrip¬ 
tion drugs for use in the practice of 
dentistry. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. Dur¬ 
ing this portion any interested person 


may present data, information, or views, 
orally or in writing, on issues pending be¬ 
fore the committee. 

Open committee discussion. Discussion 
of guidelines for clinical studies of drug 
products intended to prevent and/or 
treat caries. 


Committee iiuinu Date, time, mid place Type of meeting ami contact jhtsoii 


20. Dermatology Advisory May 20, 9 a.m.. Conference 
Committee. Room ParkUtwn Bldg., 

.‘>600 Fishers Lane. Rock* 
viilc, MU. 


Open public hearing 9 a.m. to 12 p.m.; open committee 
discussion 1 to 3:30 p.m.; closed committee delibera¬ 
tions 3:30 to 4.30 p.m.: Mary K. Bruch (HFD-140), 
Fishers 1*0*. Rockville, Md. 20852.301-44*4310. 


General function of the committee. Re¬ 
views and evaluates available data con¬ 
cerning the safety and effectiveness of 
marketed and investigational prescrip¬ 
tion drugs for use in dermatology. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. During 
this portion any interested person may 
present data, information, or views, 
orally or in writing, on issues pending 
before the committee. 

Agenda—Open public hearing/open 
committee discussion. Orientation of new 
committee membership; welcoming 
statements by FDA officials; explanation 
of committee procedures and conflict of 
interest considerations by FDA officials; 
discussion of business to be presented to 
the committee. Time will be allotted for 


any interested person to present data, 
information, or view's, orally or in writ¬ 
ing, on issues pending before the com¬ 
mittee. The committee will discuss the 
use of Psoralens and ultra-violet light in 
treatment of psoriasis. There will be pres¬ 
entations by Drs. Thomas Fitzpatrick. 
John Parrish and Madhukar Pathek, 
Harvard Medical School; Dr. Judith 
Coakley. Bureau of Radiological Health, 
FDA; Dr. Fred Urbach, Temple Univer¬ 
sity School of Medicine. 

Closed committee deliberations. Dis¬ 
cussion of subjects shown in open session 
above. This portion of the meeting will 
be closed to permit the free exchange of 
internal views and to avoid undue inter¬ 
ference with agency operations (5 U.S.C. 
552(b)(5)). 


Committee uamo Date, time, and place Type of meeting ami contact person 


21. Pulmonary Functions May 20, 9 a.m.. Room 6821, Open public heating 9 to 10 a.m.; often committee 
and Respiratory l>i* FB-8.200 C St. 8W.. Wash- discussion 10 a.m. to 4 p.m.; Frank!yn K. Cootnlw 

tn-ase Subcommittee of iugUm, D.C. (HFK-400), 8757 Georgia Ave. f Silver Spring. Md. 

the Panel Oil Review of 20210, 801 427 7220. 

Anesthesiology Devices. 


General function of the committee. Re¬ 
views and evaluates available data con¬ 
cerning the safety and effectiveness of 
devices currently in use and makes rec¬ 
ommendations for their regulation. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. Inter¬ 
ested parties are encouraged to present 
information pertinent to the classifica¬ 
tion of extracorporeal oxygenation de¬ 
vices listed in this announcement to 
Franklyn K. Coombs, Executive Secre¬ 
tary. Submission of data relative to ten¬ 
tative classification findings is also in¬ 
vited. 

Theodore Kolobow, M.D., Chief of Car¬ 
diopulmonary Assist Devices, National 


Heart and Lung Institute, National In¬ 
stitutes of Health, will discuss long-term 
respiratory assistance through the use of 
extracorporeal oxygenation. The panel 
plans to include extracorporeal oxygena¬ 
tion devices on its lists. 

Open committee discussion. The sub¬ 
committee will review the device list to 
assure that it is representative of the de¬ 
vices in the pulmonary function/respira¬ 
tory therapy field. The classification 
process will continue in an effort to com¬ 
plete this device list. A priority scheme 
will be used to assign standards develop¬ 
ment priorities. 


Committee name Date, time, and place Type of meeting and contact person 


22. Arthritis Advisory Com¬ 
mittee, 


May 20 and 21, 0 a. 111 .. Con¬ 
ference Room A, Park- 
lawn Bldg.. 51100 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, Md. 


General function of the committee. 
Review's and evaluates available data 
concerning the safety and effectiveness 
of marketed and investigational prescrip¬ 
tion drugs for use in arthritic conditions. 

Agenda—Open public heating. During 
this portion any interested person may 
present data, information, or view’s, 
orally, or in writing, on issues pending 
before the committee. 


Open public hearing May 20, 0 to 10 a.m.; open com¬ 
mittee discussion May 20, 10 a.m. to 12 m.: closed 
committee deliberations May 20, 12 m. to 2:30 p.m.; 
closed presentation of data May 20, 2:30 to 3:30 p.m.; 
closed committee deliberations May 20.3:30 to 5 p.m.; 
closed presentation of data May 21, 9 to 11 a.m. 
closed committee deliberations May 21, 11 a.m. to 
12:30 p.m.; C. 1!. Maxwell. M.D. (HFD-150), 5000 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, Md. 20852, 301-443-5197. 

Open committee discussion. Discus¬ 
sion of drug studies in children (Dr. 
Finkel) ; guidelines for the evaluation of 
non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs 
in infants and children (Dr. Schaller); 
testing of non-steroidal anti-inflamma¬ 
tory drugs in infants and children (Dr. 
Earl J. Brewer»; status of the evaluation 
of specific drugs for use in infants and 
children (Dr. Schaller). 
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Closed presentation of data. Presenta¬ 
tion by sponsors on investigational new 
drug (IND) 5,359 (Sandoz); IND 10,437 
(Lilly); and IND 10,132 (Janssen). 
These portions of the meeting will be 
closed to permit discussion of trade se¬ 
cret data (5 U.S.C. 552(b) (4)). 

Closed committee deliberations. Dis¬ 
cussion of material presented in open 


CommUtoe name Date, time, and place 


23. Endocrinology and Me- May 20 and 21, 9 ft.in., Con- 
tabollsm Advisory forence Room O-U. Park* 
Commiltee, lawn Bitty., 5000 Fishers 

Lane, Rockville, Md. 


General function of the committee. 
Reviews and evaluates available data 
concerning safety and effectiveness of 
marketed and investigational prescrip¬ 
tion drugs for use in endocrine and 
metabolic disorders. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. During 
this portion any interested person may 
present data, information, or views, 
orally or in writing, on issues pending 
before the committee. 

Open committee discussion Discussion 
of B-Tinic (NDA 17-805) and B Tinic 
and Iron (NDA 17-327); proposed label¬ 
ing of marketed lipid-lowering agents; 
report to the committee on the draft of 
pediatric guidelines for investigation of 
lipid-lowering agents; and preclinical 
toxicity studies of linid-lowering drugs. 

Closed committee deliberations. Dis¬ 
cussion of subjects shown in open ses¬ 
sion above. This portion of the meeting 
will be closed to permit the free ex¬ 
change of internal views and for formu¬ 
lation of recommendations <5 U.S C. 552 
(b>(5)). 

Each public advisory committee meet¬ 
ing listed above may have as many as 
four separable portions: (1) An open 
public hearing. (2) an open committee 
discussion. <3> a closed presentation of 
data, and (4) a closed committee delib¬ 
eration. Every advisory committee meet¬ 
ing shall have an open public hearing. 
Whether or not it also includes any of the 
other three portions will depend upon the 
specific meeting involved. The dates and 
times reserved for the separate portions 
of each committee meeting are listed 
above. 

The open public hearing portion of 
each meeting shall be at least 1 hour 
long unless public participation does not 
last that long. It is emphasized, however, 
that the 1 hour time limit for an open 
public hearing represents a minimum 
rather than a maximum time for public 
participation, and an open public hear¬ 
ing may last for whatever longer pe¬ 
riod the committee chairman determines 
will facilitate the committee’s work. 

Meetings of advisory committees shall 
be conducted, insofar as is practical, in 
accordance with the agenda published in 
this Federal Register notice. Changes in 
the agenda will be announced at the be¬ 
ginning of the open portion of a meet¬ 
ing. 


session, discussion of pending IND’s and 
new drug applications (NDA’s), and dis¬ 
cussion of data presented by sponsors. 
These portions of the meeting will be 
closed to permit discussion of trade 
secret data and to protect the free ex¬ 
change of internal views and for formu¬ 
lation of recommendations (5 U.S.C. 552 
(b> (4> and (5)). 

Type of mwllng and contact person 


Open pulilit hearing May 20. 1) to 10 o.m.; open com- 
in It toe discussion May 20, 10 n.m. to 3 p.m.; closed 
commit lev deliberations May 20. 3 to 3 p.m., open 
comn»lt‘ee discussion May 21, 10 a.m, to 3 p.m.; 
closed committer delll>emtIons May 21, 3 to 5 p.m.; 
A. T. (irctfoire. IMi.D.. (11VD 130). 5600 Fishers 
Low. UoelvWc. Md. 20852,301 113-3510 

Any interested person who wishes to 
be assured of the right to make an oral 
presentation at the open public hearing 
portion of a meeting shall inform the 
contact person listed above, either oral¬ 
ly or in writing, prior to the meeting. 
Any person attending the hearing who 
does not in advance of the meeting re¬ 
quest an opportunity to speak will be 
allowed to make an oral presentation at 
the hearing’s conclusion, if time permits, 
at the chairman’s discretion. 

Persons interested in specific agenda 
items to be discussed in open session maj 
ascertain from the contact person the 
approximate discussion. 

The Commissioner, with the concur¬ 
rence of the Chief Counsel, has deter¬ 
mined for the reasons stated that those 
portions of the advisory committee 
meetings so designated in this notice 
shall be closed. Both the Federal Ad¬ 
visory Committee Act and 5 U.S.C. 552 
(b> permit such closed advisory commit¬ 
tee meetings in certain circumstances. 
Those portions of a meeting designated 
as closed shall, however, be closed for the 
shortest time possible consistent with 
the intent of the cited statutes. 

Generally, FDA advisory committees 
will be closed because the subject mat¬ 
ter is exempt from public disclosure 
under 5 U.S.C. 552(b) (4), (5), (6>. or 
(7>. although on occasion the other ex¬ 
emptions listed in 5 U.S.C. 552(b) may 
also apply. Thus, a portion of a meeting 
may be closed where the matter involves 
a trade secret; commercial or financial 
information that is privileged or confi¬ 
dential; personnel, medical, and similar 
files, disclosure of which could be an un¬ 
warranted invasion of personal privacy; 
and investigatory files compiled for law 
enforcement purposes. A portion of a 
meeting may also be closed if the Com¬ 
missioner determines: (1> That it in¬ 
volves inter-agency or intra-agency 
memoranda or discussion and delibera¬ 
tions of matters that, if in writing would 
constitute such memoranda, and which 
would, therefore, be exempt from public 
disclosure; and (2) that it is essential to 
close such portion of a meeting to pro¬ 
tect the free exchange of internal views 
and to avoid undue interference with 
agency or committee operations. 

Examples of matters to be considered 
at closed portions are those related to 


the review, discussion, evaluation or 
ranking of grant applications; the re¬ 
view, discussion, and evaluation of spe¬ 
cific drugs or devices: the deliberation 
and voting relative to the formation of 
specific regulatory recommendations 
(general discussion, however, will gen¬ 
erally be done during the open commit¬ 
tee discussion portion of the meeting); 
review of trade secrets or confidential 
data; consideration of matters involving 
FDA investigatory files; and review of 
medical records of individuals. 

Examples of matters that ordinarily 
will be considered at open meetings are 
those related to the review, discussion, 
and evaluation of general preclinical and 
clinical test protocols and procedures for 
a class of drugs or devices, consideration 
of labeling requirements for a class of 
marketed drugs and devices, review of 
data and information on specific inves- 
ti'raUopal or marketed drugs and devices 
that have previously been made public, 
and presentation of any other data or 
information that is not exempt from 
public disclosure. 

Dat:d: April 12, 1976. 

A. M. Schmidt, 

Commissiojier of Food and Drugs. 

|FR Doc.70-1 i 151 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am) 


Food and Drug Administration 
ARTHRITIS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Notice of Renewal 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
C3mmittee Act of October 6. 1972 (Pub. 
L. 92-463. 86 Stat. 770-776 (5 U.S.C. App. 
I>), the Food and Drug Administration 
announces the renewal of the Arthritis 
Advisory Committee by the Secretary, 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare for an additional period of 2 
years beyond April 5, 1976. 

Authority for this committee will ex¬ 
pire April 5, 1978, unless the Secretary 
formally determines that continuation 
is in the public interest. 

Dated: April 14, 1976. 

William F. Randolph, 
Acting Associate Commissioner 

for Compliance. 

| FR Doc.7G-l 1293 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am] 


PANEL ON REVIEW OF DENTAL DEVICES 
Availability of Panel Report 

In accordance with the provisions of 
a notice to manufacturers concerning 
medical device classification procedures, 
which was published in the Federal 
Register of May 19, 1975 (40 FR 21848 >, 
the Food and Drug Administration an¬ 
nounces the availability of the report of 
the Dental Panel’s classification results. 
Tliis report contains the tentative clas¬ 
sification conclusions of the Dental 
Panel and includes a list of the devices 
reviewed, the answers to the classifica¬ 
tion logic scheme questions, and the rec¬ 
ommended classification of each device. 
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Copies of the report are available up¬ 
on request from the office of the Hear¬ 
ing Clerk, Food and Drug Administra¬ 
tion. Rm. 4-65. 5600 Fishers Lane, Rock¬ 
ville. MD 20852. In addition, this re¬ 
port has been placed on public display 
at the office of the Hearing Clerk. Food 
and Drug Administration, and may be 
viewed at that office during working 
hours. Monday through Friday. 

Dated: April 14, 1976. 

William F. Randolph, 

Acting Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

|FR Doc.76-11290 Piled 4-19-76;8:45 am) 


PANEL ON REVIEW OF GASTROENTER- 
OLOGIC UROLOGIC DEVICES 
Availability of Panel Report 

In accordance with the provisions of 
a notice to manufacturers concerning 
medical device classification proce¬ 
dures, which was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register of May 19, 1975 (40 FR 
21848), the Food and Drug Administra¬ 
tion announces the availability of the 
report of the Gastroenterology-Urology 
Panel's classification results. This report 
contains the tentative classification con¬ 
clusions of the Gastroenterology-Urology 
Panel and includes a list of the devices 
reviewed, the answers to the classifica¬ 
tion logic scheme questions, and the rec¬ 
ommended classification for each device. 

Copies of this report are available 
upon request from the office of the Hear¬ 
ing Clerk, Food and Drug Administra¬ 
tion, Rm. 4-65, 5600 Fishers Lane. Rock¬ 
ville, MD 20852. In addition, this report 
has been placed on public display at the 
office of the Hearing Clerk. Food and 
Drug Administration, and may be 
viewed at that office during working 
hours. Monday through Friday. 

Dated: April 14,1976. 

William F. Randolph, 

Acting Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

(PR Doc.76-11291 Filed 4-19-76:8.45 am] 


PANEL ON REVIEW OF RADIOLOGY 
DEVICES 

Availability of Panel Report 

In accordance with the provisions of 
a notice to manufacturers concerning 
medical device classification procedures, 
which was published in the Federal 
Register of May 19, 1975 (40 FR 21848), 
the Food and Drug Administration an¬ 
nounces the availability of the report of 
the Radiology Panel’s classification re¬ 
sults. This report contains the tenta¬ 
tive classification conclusions of the 
Radiology Panel and includes a list of 
the devices reviewed, the answers to the 
classification logic scheme questions, 
and the recommended classification for 
each device. 

Copies of this report are available upon 
request from the office of the Hearing 
Clerk. Food and Drug Administration. 


Rm. 4-65, 5600 Fishers Lane. Rockville, 
MD 20852. In addition, this report has 
been placed on public display at the of¬ 
fice of the Hearing Clerk, Food and Drug 
Administration, and may be viewed at 
that office during working hours. Mon¬ 
day through Friday. 

Dated: April 14,1976. 

William F. Randolph, 

Acting Associate Commissioner 

for Compliance. 

|FR Doc.76-11292 Piled 4-19-76:8:45 am) 


Office of the Secretary 
PRIVACY ACT OF 1974 

System of Records and Notice of Proposed 
Routine Uses Therefor 

Pursuant to provisions of the Privacy 
Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) 5 U.S.C. 552a 
(4), the following notice, which con¬ 
tains additional proposed routine uses 
and other amendments and clarifica¬ 
tions regarding records in the Parent 
Locator System is being republished. The 
new or modified portions are italicized. 

The proposed routine uses would per¬ 
mit the Secretary to release information 
about individuals to other Federal or 
State agencies in order to carry out his 
responsibilities for the Parent Locator 
System under Part D of Title IV of the 
Social Security Act. Consideration in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of 5 
U.S.C. 552a(e) (11) will be given to com¬ 
ments on the proposed routine uses 
which are submitted in writing on or be¬ 
fore the 30th day following the date of 
publication of this notice. 

Public comments should be addressed 
to the Director, Fair Information Prac¬ 
tice Staff, Department of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare, 330 Independence 
Ave., S.W., Washington, D.C. 20201. 
Comments received w r ill he available for 
inspection in Room 4513, at the above 
address. 

Dated: April 14. 1976. 

John Otina, 
Assistant Secretary for 
Administration and Management. 

Notification System of Records Re¬ 
quired By the Privacy Act of 1974 

OCSE PLS 1.02 
Sjstom Name. 

Federal Parent Locator System. HEW 
OCSE. 

Security Clarification. 

None. 

SyBlent Location. 

Office of Child Support Enforcement, 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, 330 C Street, S.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20201. 

Categories of Individual Covered b> the 
System* 

Records are maintained on parents be¬ 
ing sought for the purpose of establish¬ 


ing or enforcing support obligations 
against such a parent. 

Categories of Record* in ihe S}«tem. 

Name. Social Security Number, date 
of birth, place of birth, mother's maiden 
name , father's full name. State case 
identification number, local identifica¬ 
tion number ( State use only >. State 
originating request, type of case 
<AFDC. non-AFDC full service, non- 
AFDC locate only ), date requests sent to 
Federal departments, date of Federal de¬ 
partments’ responses, and indication of 
the type of information received; such 
as last home or employer address was 
returned, and/or a Social Security Num¬ 
ber was returned from the Social Secu¬ 
rity Administration. The actual informa¬ 
tion returned pursuant to a request is 
retained in a separate file long enough 
to communicate that information to the 
State. (See Retention and disposal sec¬ 
tion below. > 

Authority for Maintenance of the System. 

Public Law 93-647. 

Routine tlscs of records maintained in 
the system, including Categories of 
Users and the Purposes of such uses. 
The Federal Parent Locator Service 
will use the records maintained in 
the system to. 

d) Request the most recent home ad¬ 
dress and/or place of employment from 
any department, agency, or instrumen¬ 
tality of the Federal government or State 
which might have such records in its 
files; 

(2) Provide the most recent home ad¬ 
dress, most recent place of employment, 
and Social Security Number to the ap¬ 
propriate IV-D agency for its use in lo¬ 
cating absent parents to establish or en¬ 
force a child support obligation. 

Policies and practices for storing, retriev¬ 
ing, accessing, retaining, ami dispos¬ 
ing of records in the system. 

Storage. 

PLS records are maintained on disk, 
magnetic tape, and hard copy. The rec¬ 
ord is defined as a request for address 
information. 

Retrievability. 

System records can be accessed by ei¬ 
ther a State assigned case identification 
number or Social Security Number. 

Sa feguards. 

All requests must be certified by the 
State IV-D agency such that: (!) they 
are being made to locate an absent par¬ 
ent for the purpose of establishing pa¬ 
ternity or securing child support and for 
no other purpose; (2) the State IV-D 
agency has made diligent and reasonable 
efforts to find the absent parent and 
cannot locate the person. (See 45 CFR 
303.3 ); (3) the State IV-D agency has in 
effect protective measures to safeguard 
the personal information being trans¬ 
ferred and received from the Federal 
Parent Locator Service; and (4) the 
State IV-D agency will use or disclose 
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this information for the purposes pre¬ 
scribed in 45 CFR 302.18. All personnel* 
Federal employees and contractors, are 
required to take a non-disclosure of in¬ 
formation oath. All input documents will 
be inventoried and accounted for. All in¬ 
puts and outputs will be stored in a 
locked receptacle in a locked room. All 
outputs will be labeled ‘For Official Use 
Only' and treated accordingly. Opera¬ 
tions control will be vested under a sin¬ 
gle system manager. Every State using 
the system will be verified via user ID’S. 
All data files will be protected by unique 
passwords and security codes . Remote 
Users have 'write only’ system access ca¬ 
pabilities. They cannot read any master 
file or perform any other function on the 
system. 

and Disposal. 

Records of address information pro¬ 
vided in response to requests from IV-D 
agencies are maintained only long 
enough to communicate them to the 
State. After this time they are destroyed. 
A record of the request only which in¬ 
cludes information provided by the 
State. Federal agencies contacted and an 
indication of the type of information re¬ 
turned by Federal agencies but not the 
information so returned is stored on a 
history tape. History tapes will be re¬ 
tained for five years . 

Syntem Manflgcr(a) and Address. 

Director, Office of Child Support En¬ 
forcement. Department of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare. 330 C Street. S.W.. 
Washington. D.C. 20201. 

Notification Procedure. 

Contact the system manager in writ¬ 
ing at the above address and provide 
your name and address. Additional in¬ 
formation, such as your Social Security 
Number , date of birth or mother's maid¬ 
en name, may be requested by the system 
manager in order to distinguish between 
individuals having the same or similar 
names. 

Keeord \ceess Procedure*. 

Same as above. 

Contesting Record Procedures. 

Individuals that feel the information 
provided through the above procedures 
is inaccurate should inform the Federal 
Parent Locator Service at the address 
listed for Notification Procedures. The 
Federal Parent Locator Service will ac¬ 
knowledge this request within ten (10) 
work days and Indicate one of the fol¬ 
lowing : 

a. the error has been corrected; 

b. the State child support agency that 
submitted the original information; 

c. other steps the individual must fol¬ 
low to correct the inaccuracy. 

Hecord Source Categories. 

Information is obtained from depart¬ 
ments, agencies , or instrumentalities of 
the United States or of any State. 

Systems Exempted from Certain Provi¬ 
sions of the Act. 

None. 

(FR Doc.70-11297 Filed 4-19-70:8:45 ftmj 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Office of Assistant Secretary for Housing 
Management 

| Docket No. D-76-4221 

REGIONAL ADMINISTRATORS, ET AL 

Redelegation of Authority With Respect to 
Property Disposition 

The redelegation of authority to Re¬ 
gional Administrators, et al. ( with re¬ 
spect to Property Disposition (35 FR 
16106, Oct. 14, 1970, as amended) is 
further amended in the following 
respects: 

1. A new section H is added to read 
as follows: 

Sec. H. Additional Authority Redele¬ 
gated. Each Regional Administrator. 
Deputy Regional Administator. Area 
Office Director, Deputy Area Office Di¬ 
rector. Insuring Office Director, and 
Deputy Insuring Office Director is au¬ 
thorized to determine the price (based 
on as-is fair market value) and terms 
of sale, and to execute all necessary doc¬ 
uments. including instruments of con¬ 
veyance, with respect to any property 
acquired by the Secretary in connection 
with miiltifamily housing under any title 
of the National Housing Act (12 USC 
1701, et seq.), and housing for the elder¬ 
ly or handicapped under Section 202 of 
the Housing Act of 1959 (12 USC 1701q>, 
where the sale is to a public housing 
agency and assistance will be provided 
by contracts for annual contributions 
as authorized by Section 5 of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937, as amended 
(42 USC 1437c), and as made avail¬ 
able by Title I, Public Law 94-116 (42 
USC 1437f). 

2. The present section H is redesig¬ 
nated section I and is revised to read 
as follows: 

Sec. I. Exercise of Delegated Author¬ 
ity. Redelegation of Authority in sec¬ 
tions A through H shall not be con¬ 
strued to modify or otherwise affect the 
administrative and supervisory power of 
the Regional Administrator, Area Di¬ 
rector, and Insuring Office Director, or 
any of them, to whom a delegate is 
responsible. 

(Secretary’s delegation of authority to re¬ 
delegate published at 36 FR 6005, March 16, 
1971) 

Effective date. This delegation of au¬ 
thority is effective April 20, 1976. 

James L. Young. 

Assistant Secretary 
for Housing Management. 

|FR Doc.76-11379 Filed 4-19-76:8:46 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Office of Hazardous Materials Operations 
UNIROYAL CHEMICAL, ET AL. 

Applications for Renewals of Exemptions 
or Parties to Exemptions 

In accordance with the procedures 
governing the applications for, and the 
processing of, exemptions from the De¬ 


partment of Transportation’s Hazard¬ 
ous Materials Regulations (49 CFR Part 
107, Subpart B) notice,is hereby given 
that the Office of Hazardous Materials 
Operations has received applications for 
renewals of exemptions or parties to 
exemptions that are described below. 

Normally, the modes of transporta¬ 
tion would be identified and the nature 
of application would be described, as in 
past publications. However, this notice is 
abbreviated to expedite docketing and 
public notice. These applications have 
been separated from the new applica¬ 
tions for exemptions because they rep¬ 
resent the large majority of applications 
awaiting disposition. 

Complete copies of the applications 
are available for inspection and copy¬ 
ing at the Public Document Room, Office 
of Hazardous Materials Operations, De¬ 
partment of Transportation, Sixth Floor, 
Trans Point Building, 2100 Second 
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit views or comments with respect to 
any one or more of the applications. 
Comments should refer to the applica¬ 
tion number and be submitted in tripli¬ 
cate to the Docket Section. Office of 
Hazardous Materials Operations. De¬ 
partment of Transportation. Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20590. All comments received 
before the close of business on May 5. 
1976, will be considered and will be avail¬ 
able in the docket for inspection and 
copying, both before and after the clos¬ 
ing date. 

This notice of receipt of applications 
for renewals of exemptions or parties 
to exemptions is published in accordance 
with section 107(a) of the Hazardous 
Materials Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1806(a)) and the Materials Transporta¬ 
tion Bureau’s regulations on this subject 
(49 CFR 107.109(a)). and does not rep¬ 
resent any agency decision or other 
exercise of judgment concerning the 
merits of the petitions. 


A poll 
cation 
No. 


Applicant 


Renewal of 
special ^korm it 


76-115 tJniroyal Chemical, Nntiga- 
tuck. Conn. 

76 lib Uglnc Kuhlnian of America. 

Inc., Englewood Cliffs,N.J., 
on behalf of Kauvet-Glrcl, 
Paris, France. 

76-117 Kdlow International Co., 
Washington, D.C. 

76-118 3M Co.. 8t . Paul. Minn . 

76-149 McDonnell Douglas Carp., St. 
Louts. Mo. 

76-150 Monsanto Research Corp., 
Mlamtsburg, Ohio. 

70 151 Pacific Molasses Co., San 
Francisco, Calif. 

76-152 Continental Oil Co., Houston, 
Tex. 

76-153 E. I. du Pont do Nemours <fc 
Co.. Inc..Wilmington, Del. 

76-154 White Chemical Corp., Bay¬ 
onne, N.J. 

76-155 MC/B Manufacturing Chem¬ 
ists, Norwood, Ohio. 

76-150 Sui»ei1nte.ndence Co., Inc.. 

New' York, N.Y.. on behalf 
of Trafpalc, Ltd., Bucking¬ 
ham, England. 

76-157 Dow Chemical USA, Mid¬ 
land, Mich. 

76-158 . do . 

76-159.do. .. 

76-160 American LNU Co., Oak 
Brook, 111. 

76-161 Bio-Lab, Decatur, Oa. 

76-162 .do. 

76-163 .do . 

76-164 . do. ... 


SP 6154 
SP 6932 

SP 6870 

SP 6SC7 
SP 6232 

SP 3511* 

SP 7008 

8P 0013 

SP 0667 

SP 4580 

SP 6127 

SP 071*3 

SP 6735 

SP 6062 
SP 6526 
SP 6461 

SP 6267 
8P 6824 
SP 6007 
BP 6632 
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Appli¬ 

cation 

No. 


Applicant 


Renewal of 
special permit 
<8P) 


76-105 Advanced Chemical Tech- SP 6637 
nolofry, City of Industry, 

Calif. 

76-166 Gardner Cryogeuics, Bethele- SP 5604 
hem, P». 

76-167 Pinnwolt Corp., Philadelphia, SP 7006 
Pa. 

76-168 Energy Research and Devol- SP 3.549 
opinmit Administration 
(E UI)A), Washington, D.C. 

76-160 E. 1. du Pont de Nemours A SP 6778 
Co., Inc., Wilmington. Del. 

70-170 Union Curblde Corp.. Linde SP 5179 

Division, Tarrytown, N. Y. 

76 171 Phillips Petroleum Co., ltar- SP 7017 
tlesville. Oklu. 

76-172 MC/B Manufacturing Chem- SP 6488 

ists. Norwood. Ohio. 

76173_ do . . SP 3744 

76-174 Chem Service, Inc,, West SP 0071 

Cloister, Pa. 

76-175 Sea-Land Service Inc., Elira- 6 P 6720 
both, N.J. 

76-176 . do . SP 5854 

76-177 3M Co.. St. Paul, Minn - SP 5248 
76-178 Lif-O Gen, Inc., Cambridge, SP 4459 
Aid. 

76-179 Great Lakes Chemical Corp., SP 7010 
West Lafayette, Ind. 

76-180 Air Products A Chemicals, 8P 5652 
Inc., Allentown, Pa. 

76-181 Albright A WiLson, Ltd., SP 4586 
Norwood, N.J. 

76-182 Thlokol, Brigham City, Utah. SP 6472 
76-183 Sole hem, Inc., Now York, SP 7010 
N. Y., on behalf of Bl< Iwerk 
Goalar KG, Gonlar, West 
Germany. 

76-184 Dow Chemical USA, Midland, SP 5062 
Mich. 

76-185 FMC Corp., Philadelphia, Pa. SP 3744 
76-186 Mobuy Chemical Corp., Pitts- SP 7000 
burgh. Pa. 

76-187 Gardner Cryogenics. Bethlo- SP 6765 
hem. Pa. 

76-188 E. I. du Pont do Nemours A SP C7«9 
Co., Inc., Wilmington, Did. 

76-183 . do . SP 3946 

76-100_ do . SP 3741 

76-101 ..do .. SP 6t77 

76-192 Stauffer Chemical Co., Wost- 8P 6843 
port, Conn. 

76-193 Corleton Controls Corp., East SP 7000 
Aurora, N.Y. 

76-194 Dow Chemical USA. Midland, SP 6611 
Mich. 

76-195 Stauffer Chemical Co., West- SP 6843 
port. Conn. 

76-190 Allied Chemical, Morristown, SP 4248 
N.J. 

76-197 Rolf Jensen A Associates, Inc., SP 7018 
Annandale, Va. 

76-198 Allied Chemical, Morristown, 8P 6796 
N.J. 

76-199 Monsanto Research Corp., SP 6085 
Mlamisburg, Ohio. 

76-200 Container Corp. of America, SP 7072 
Wilmington, Del. 

70-201 Military Traffic Management SP 6232 
Command, Department of 
the Army (MTMC), Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

76-202 MTMC, Washington, D.C . SP 3415 

76-203 Union Carbide Corp., Tarry- SP 54K5 
town, N.Y. 

76-204 United States Lines, Inc., SP 5912 
New York,N.Y. 

76-205 King Kratx Corp., Division SP 6749 
of Airwiek Industries, Jnc., 

Teterboro, N.J. 

76-206 Air Products A Chemicals, SP 6228 
Tnc.. Allentown. Pa. 

76-207 R, I. du Pont de Nemours A SP 6759 
Co., Inc., Wilmington, Dei. 

76-208 KRDA, Washington, D.C . SP 6985 

76-209 . do . SP 5891 

76-210 MTMC. Washington. D.C . SP 7071 

76-211 Dow Chemical USA, Midland, SP 6671 
Mich. 

76-212 .do . SP 3095 

76-213 .do . SP 4803 

76-214 FMC Corp., Philadelphia, Pa.. SP 5242 

76-215 AAI Corp., Baltimore, Md_SP 6116 

76-216 North Texas LPO Corp., SP 6978 
Houston, Tex. 

76-217 KAM Rubber Co., Elk Grave SP 6986 
Village, 111. 

76-218 Dow Chemical USA, Mid- SP 4719 
laud, Mich. 

76-219 Honeywell, Inc., Lexington, 8P 6733 
Moss. 

76-220 American Cyanamld Co., SP 4666 
Wayne, NJ. 


Appli¬ 

cation 

No. 


Applicant 


Renewal of 
spec l a^ permit 


76-221 do.SP 5719 

76-222 do.SP 0296 

76-223 Petroleum Technology Corp., SP 6852 

Redmond. Wash. 

76-224 Cities Service Co., Atlanta, SP 6070 

Ga. 

76-225 Alrco Industrial Gases, Mur- SP 6498 
ray Illll, N J. 

76-226 American Hoechst Corp., SP 4686 

Somerville. N.J. 

76-227 Michigan Chemical Corp., SP 4600 

Chicago, ID. 

76-228 Uniroyal Chemical, Nauga- SP 6739 

luck, Conn. 

76-229 Air Products A Chemicals. SP 6825 
Wayne, Pa. 

76-230 .do. SP 4388 

76-231 .do.SP 3293 

76-232 Tho Bendix Corp., Kansas 8P 0985 
City. Mo. 

76-233 Cardox Products. Division of SP 5945 
Chemetron Corp., Cliicago, 

1U. 

76-234 Amoco Oil Co.. Whiting, Ind... SP 5600 
76-235 I Cl United States, Inc., Wil- 8P 6874 
mington, Del. 

76-236 Oxy Metal Industries Corp., 8F 5767 
Morencl, Mich. 

76-237 Alrco Industrial Gases. Mur- SP 6766 
ray Hill, NJ. 

76-238 Westinghousc Electric Corp., SP 4966 
Staunton, Va. 

76-239 Chugiak, Aviation, Chugiak, SP 7189 
Alaska. 

76-210 Atlantic Container Line, Now SP 5668 
York. N.Y. 

76-241 Ptcrcc A Stevens Chemical SP 5548 
Corp., Buffalo. N.Y. 

76-242 Neuana Fuel Co., Neuana, SP 7101 
Alaska. 

76-243 Tosco, Marietta. Oa.8P 6749 

76-244 Krcidar Truck Service, lnc., SP 6865 
East St. Louis, 111. 

<6-245 Aeroquip Carp., Van West, SP 5482 
Ohio. 

76-246 Tavco, Inc., Chats worth, 8P 6974 

Calif. 

76-247 Riverside Chemical Co., Mem- SP 6775 
phis, Teim. 

76-248 _do....SP 6760 

76-249 Target/Lehigli Valley Cheml- SP 6258 
cal Co., Easton. Pa. 

76-250 Sierra Chemical Co.. Re.no, SP 4453 
Ncv. 

76-251 McKesson Chemical Co., San SP 6083 
Francisco, Calif. 

76-252 SimOIin Chemical Co., Clay- SP 4404 
moiit, Del. 

76-253 Vinobond/Coiitlnental Wall SP 6876 
Panel, Gardena, Calif. 

76-254 Liquid Carbonic Corp., Chi- SP 6243 
eago, Ill. 

76-255 Puerto Rico Marine Manage- SP 6398 
ment, Inc., Elizabeth, N.J. 

76-256 Carolina Welding Supplies, SP (1366 
Inc.. Raleigh. N.C. 

76-257 Great Lakes Chemical Corp., SP 7010 
West Lafayette, lud. 

76-258 _tdo.SP 6958 

76-259 Miuerec Corp., Baltimore, Md. SP 3708 
76-260 Hooker Chemicals A Plastics 8P 6957 
Corp., Niagara Falls, N.Y. 

76-261 Osmose, Buffalo, N.Y.SP 6060 

76-262 OAF Corp., Wayne, NJ.SP 2748 

76-263 Western Electric, Reading, Pa. 8P 6856 

76-264 .do.8P 6988 

76-205 Oxy Metal Industries Corp., SP 0095 
Morencl, Mich. 

76-266 Gearhart-Owen Industries, SP 6501 
Tnc., Fort Worth. Tex. 

76-267 Martin Marietta Chemicals, SP 6468 
Charlotte, N.C. 

76-268 Hercules, Inc., Wilmington, SP 7021 
Del, 

76-209 Halocarhoii Products Corp., USCO 15-72 
llacJcsensack, N J. 

76-270 MTMC, Washington, D.C.... USCO 28-75 
76-271 Union Carbide Corp., Linde USCU 6-67 
Division, Tarrytown, N.Y. 

76-272 Dart Container Line, New U8CO 20-75 
York, N.Y. 

76-273 E. I. du Pont de Nemours A U8CG 16-72 
Co., Inc., Wilmington, Del. 

76-274 Department of tho Navy, U8CG16-71 
Washington, D.O. 

76-275 Brewer Chemical Corp., U8CG16-71 
Honolulu, Hawaii. 

76-276 United States Navigation, U8CG 20-75 
Inc., New York, N.Y. 

76-277 .do. USCO 20-75 

76-278 Dow Chemical USA, Mid- U8CO10-73 
land, Mich. 

76-279 .do.USCG 24-70 

76-280 Barborliues, New York, N.Y.. USCO 5-75 


Appli¬ 

cation 

No. 


Applicant 


Renowul of 
special permit 


76-281 


76-282 

76-283 


76-287 

76*288 


76-290 

76-291 


Lithium Corp. of America, U8CG 42-75 
Bessemer City, N.C. 

Brelt A Gurcia, Naval Archl- USCO 11-71 
tccts, New Orleans, La. 

Dow Cluiiuical USA, Free- USCO 16-73 
port, Tex. 

76-281 8. C. Johnson A 8on, Inc., USCO 8-75 
Radne, Wls. 

76-285 Saatrain Lines, Iuc., Wee- USCO 26-75 
bourfcln, N.J. 

76-286 Brown A Root, Tnc., Houston, USCO 15-79 
Tex. 

BSL, Paris, France.USCG 17-75 

Dow Chemical USA, Mid* USCO 24-70 
land, Mich. 

70-289 E. I. du Pont de Nemours A USCO 5-71 
Co., Inc., Wilmington, Del. 

Eurotainer. Paris. France_USCG 24-74 

Anniston Executive Aviation, FA A 1024B 
Inc., Anniston, Ala. 

76-292 Express Airways, Lnc., Mo- FA A 1415C 
iave. Calif. 

70-293 Baltimore Airways, Iuc., FAA 2154 
Clarksville, Md. 

70-294 McDonnell Douglas Corp., St. SP 6232 
Louis, Mo. 

76-295 SuiH*rintendence Co., Inc., SP 6793 
New York, N.Y., on behalf 
of Trafjpok, London, Eng¬ 
land. 

76-290 Air Products A Chemicals, SP 6765 
Inc., Allentown, Pa. 

Energy Research and Dovel- SP 5557 
opinent Administration, 

Washington, D.C. 

MC/B Manufacturing Chem- 8P 4390 
ists, Norwood, Ohio. 

_do. SP 5055 

BASF Wyandotte Corp., Par- 8P 6770 
sippany. NJ. 

Shell Oil Co., Houston, Tox... SP 4580 
Sou-Laml Services, lnc., Elix- 8P 6720 
attfth, N.J. 

-do. SP 5854 

FMC Corp., Philadelphia, Si' 5876 
Pa. 

Babcock A Wilcox, Lynch- BP 6870 
burgh, Va. 

76-306 High Point Chemical Corp., SP 4247 
High Point, N.C. 

Superintendent Co., Inc., SI* 6793 
New York. N.Y. 

Intsol Corp., Now York, N.Y.. SP 6253 
Sobin Chemical, lnc., Boston, 8P 4806 
Mass. 

76-310 Alpha International Chemical, USCO 42-75 

lnc. . New York, N.Y. 

76-311 SWS Silicones Corp., West- SP 6959 
port, Conn. 

76-312 Rockwell International, SP 1479 
Canoga Park, Calif. 

76-313 Tho Boeing Co., Seattle, Wash. SP 5022 
70-314 Uuitod Technologics/Chomi- HP 6943 
cai, Systems Division, Sun¬ 
nyvale, Calif, 

76-315 Great Lakes Chemical Corp., 8P 6735 
El Dorado, Ark. 

70-316 El Paso Products Co., Odessa, SP 6464 
Tex. 

Martin Marietta Chomicals, SI* 6427 
Charlotte, N.C. 

Ethyl Corp., Baton Rouge, La. 8P 6MS 
Rock well internxtional Corp., SP 0943 
Canoga Park, Calif. 

McNair Transport, Ine., SP 6738 
TTouston, Tex. 

76-321 Kraft Chemical Co., Inc., SP 6818 
Cliicago. 11L 

76-322 Ell Lilly A Co., Indianapolis, SP 4007 

l nd. 

76-323 Stauffer Chemical Co., West- SP 7005 
port, Conn. 

76-324 Great Lakes Chemical Corp., SP 2805 
E. Dorado. Ark. 

76-325 Allied Chemical Corp.. Mor- SP 2805 
ristown, N.J. 

76-326 Exxon Chemical Co. USA, SP '2805 
Houston, Tex. 

Van Waters A Rogers. Divl- SP 0620 
sion of Univar, Son Fran¬ 
cisco, Calif. 

New Hedford Gas A Edison SP 6464 
Light Co., New Bedford, 

Muss. 

Alrco Industrial Oases, Mur- SP 0921 
ray Hill. N.J. 

76-330 Great Lakes Chemical Corp., 8P 6602 
West Lafayette, Ind. 

76-331 Union Carbide Corp., Linde SP 5454 
Division, Tarrytown, N.Y. 

76-332 Virginia Chemicals, Inc., SP 7005 
Portsmouth, Va. 

Northern Air Cargo, Ine., 8P 7189 
Anchorage, Alaska. 


76-297 


76-299 . 
76-300 


76-301 

70-302 


76-303 

76-304 


76-305 


70-307 


76-308 

76-309 


76-317 


76-318 

70-319 


76-320 


76-327 


70-328 


76-329 


76-333 
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Appli¬ 


cation 

No. 


Applicant 


Renewal of 
special permit 


70-331 Western Airlines, Inc., Los 
Angelos, CaliL 

70-335 Allied Chemical, Morristown, 
N.J. 

70-330 Solchem, Inc., Now York, 
N.Y., on behalf of Bromlno 
Compounds, Lid., Beer- 
Shoba. 

70-337 Pueblo Chemical A Supply 
Co., Garden City.Kans. 
70-338 Dubois Chemicals, Division of 
Chemed Corp., Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

70-339 ‘Gardner Cryogenics, Bethle¬ 
hem, Pa. 

70-340 El Paso Products Co., Odessa, 
Tex. 

70-341 .do.. 

70-342 .do. 

70-343 Lawrence Livermore Labora¬ 
tory, Livermore, Calif. 

70-344 Diamond Shamrock Chemical 
Co., Morristown, N.J. 

76-345 Dow Chemical USA, Mid¬ 
land, Mich. 

76-346 White Chemical Corp., Bay¬ 
onne, N.J. 

70-347 Wien Air Alaska, Inc., Anchor¬ 
age, Alaska. 

70-348 Riverside Chemical Co., 
Memphis, Tenn. 

70-340 .do. 

70-350 .do. 

76-351 .do. 

70-352 _do. 

70-353 .do. 

70-354 .do.. 

70-355 Union Carbide Corp., Linde 
Division, Tarrytown, N.Y. 
70-356 Chem-Spray. Division of ATI, 
Inc., Totowa, N.J. 

70-357 The Boeing Co., Seattle, Wash. 
70-35$ Riverside Chemical Co., Mem¬ 
phis, Tenn. 

70-359 Tilston Roberts Corp., New 
York. N.Y., on behalf of 
Companio Peruana De 
Vapores, Pern. 

70-300 Exxon Chemical Co., USA, 
Houston, Tex. 

70-301 Filo Color A Chemical Corp., 
New York, N.Y. 

70*302 Atlantes Chemical Services, 
Inc., Houston, Tex. 

70-303 GTE Laboratories, Inc., Wal¬ 
tham. Mass. 

70-304 Air Products A Chemicals, 
Inc., Allentown, Pa., on be¬ 
half of Jack B. Kelly, Inc., 
Amarillo. Tex. 

70-305 A.B.C. Compounding Co., 
Ino., Atlanta, Oa. 

70-306 Dow Chemical USA, Mid¬ 
land, Mich. 


8P 7223 
SP 5526 
SP 7010 

SP 6787 
SP 6220 

SP 5485 

8F 2805 

SP 6738 
SP 6923 
SP 5557 

8F 7050 

SP 0924 

SP 6126 

BP 7189 

8P 4111 

SP 5719 
SP 6787 
SP 0434 
SP 6520 
SP 6174 
SP 2675 
SP 7025 

BP 4007 

8P 6974 
8P 2675 

USCO 20-76 

SP 6536 
8P 4586 
SP 4703 
SP 7052 
SP 7025 

SP 4763 
SP 6002 


Dr. C. H. Thompson, 
PJE. Chief . Regulations Division , 
Office of Hazardous Materials 
Operations . 

(FR Doc.76-11084 Filed 4-10-76:8:45 am] 


ARCHITECTURAL AND TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION BARRIERS COMPLIANCE 
BOARD 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON AN 
ACCESSIBLE ENVIRONMENT 

Publication of Charter; Correction 

FR Doc. 76-6976 published in the 
Federal Register on Thursday, March 
11, 1976, at pages 10466-10467 is cor¬ 
rected by changing the phrase “31st 
day" to read “30th day of September" In 
the paragraph entitled "Report" and by 
changing the Public Law reference^ in 
the paragraph “Duration/Termina¬ 
tion" from "93-712" to "93-112." 

Dated: April 14, 1976. 

Stanley B. Thomas, Jr., 
Chairman. 

(FR Doc.76-11322 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 amj 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[Dockets 27036 and 27101) 

PAN AMERICAN WORLD AIRWAYS, INC., 
AND TRANS WORLD AIRLINES, INC. V. 
SEABOARD WORLD AIRLINES, INC. 

Enforcement Proceeding; Notice of Hearing 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
the provisions of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended, that hearing in 
the above-entitled matter is assigned to 
be held on June 15, 1976, at 9:30 a.m. 
(local time, in Room 1003, Hearing 
Room B, Universal Building, 1875 Con¬ 
necticut Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C., 
before Administrative Law Judge Rich¬ 
ard V. Backley. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., April 14, 
1976. 

[seal] Robert L. Park, 

Chief Administrative Law Judge . 

[FR Doc.76-11369 Filed 4-19~76;8:45 am) 


[Docket 21162] 

OHIO/INDIANA POINTS NONSTOP 
SERVICE INVESTIGATION 

Change in the Time of Prehearing 
Conference 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
the Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as 
amended, that the prehearing confer¬ 
ence in the above-entitled proceeding 
which was assigned to be held on May 19, 
1976, (41 F.R. 8527, February 27, 1976), 
at 10:00 a.m. (local time), In Room 1003, 
Hearing Room A, Universal Building 
North, 1875 Connecticut Avenue, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. has been changed to 
9:30 a.m. (local time), May 19, 1976 in 
the same room and building. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., April 14, 
1976. 

[seal] William H. Dapper, 

Administrative Law Judge. 

(FR Doc.76-11370 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am] 


(Docket 26973] 

AEROMAR, C. POR A. REMANDED 
PROCEEDING 

Notice of Further Postponement of 
Prehearing Conference 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, as amended, that the prehearing 
conference in the above-entitled pro¬ 
ceeding which was assigned to be held on 
April 20, 1976, (41 F.R. 14920, April 8, 
1976) is postponed until May 13, 1976, at 
9:30 a.m. (local time), in Room 1003, 
Hearing Room C, Universal North Build¬ 
ing, 1875 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., April 15, 
1976. 

[seal! Richard V. Backley, 

Administrative Law Judge. 

IFR Doc.76-11539 Filed 4-19-76:8:46 am] 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 

CONFIDENTIAL ASSISTANT TO THE 
CHAIRMAN 

Notice of Title Change In Noncareer 
Executive Assignment 

By notice of January 30, 1971, F.R. 
Doc. 71-1269 the Civil Service Commis¬ 
sion authorized the Federal Maritime 
Commission to fill by noncareer execu¬ 
tive assignment the position of Confi¬ 
dential Assistant to the Chairman, Office 
of the Chairman. This is notice that the 
title of this position is now being 
changed to Counsellor to the Chairman. 
Office of the Chairman. 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant 
to the Commissioners. 

|FR Doc.76-11157 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am] 


FEDERAL EMPLOYEES PAY COUNCIL 
Meeting 

Pursuant to section 10(a) (2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, Public 
Law 92-463, notice is hereby given that 
the Federal Employees Pay Council will 
meet at 2:00 p.m. on Wednesday. May 12. 
1976. This meeting will be held in room 
5323 of the U.S. Civil Service Commis¬ 
sion building, 1900 E. Street. N.W., and 
will consist of continued discussions on 
future comparability adjustments for 
the statutory pay systems of the Federal 
Government, which are defined in sec¬ 
tion 5301 of title 5, United States Code. 

The Chairman of the U.S. Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission is responsible for the 
making of determinations under section 
10(d) of the Federal Advisory Commit¬ 
tee Act as to whether or not meetings of 
the Federal Employees Pay Council shall 
be open to the public. He has determined 
that this meeting will consist of ex¬ 
changes of opinions and information 
which, if written, would fall within ex¬ 
emptions (2) or (5) of 5 U.S.C. 552(b). 
Therefore, this meeting will not be open 
to the public. 

For the President's Agent. 

Richard H. Hall, 
Advisory Committee Manage¬ 
ment Officer for the Presi¬ 
dents Agent. 

(FR Doc.76-11158 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 amj 

COMMISSION ON FEDERAL 
PAPERWORK 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Change of Location for Washington, D.C. 
Hearings 

Notice is hereby given of a change in 
the location of public hearings by the 
Commission on Federal Paperwork to be 
held in Washington, D.C. Notice of these 
hearings appears at page 15441 of the 
Federal Register of April 13, 1976. Due 
to the public response to these hearings, 
the Commission has moved the hearing 
to a larger room which will accommodate 
more people. The hearings on April 29 


FEDERAL REGISTER. VOL 41, NO. 77—TUESDAY, APRIL 20, 1976 


























NOTICES 


16607 


and 30, 1976, will be held in the House 
Armed Services Committee Hearing 
Room. 2118, Rayburn House Office Build¬ 
ing. The hearings will commence each 
day at 9:00 a.m. and end at 1:00 p.m. 

Prank Horton, 

Chairman. 

IFR Doc.76-11380 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am| 


CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

lDocket No. 76-21 

AAA MATTRESS CO., INC. ANO 
EDWARD McENTREE 

Institution of Enforcement Proceeding 
Under the Flammable Fabrics Act 

April 9, 1976. 

A Notice of Enforcement prepared by 
the Commission's Staff and approved 
by the Commission, has been served upon 
AAA Mattress Co., Inc. and Edward Mc- 
Entree, individually and as an officer of 
the corporation charging Respondents 
with violating Section 3(a) of the Flam¬ 
mable Fabrics Act (15 U.S.C. 1192) by 
manufacturing, selling, and delivering 
into interstate commerce products which 
failed to conform to the Standards for 
the Flammabiilty of Mattresses, FF 4-72. 
In particular, it is alleged that from De¬ 
cember 23, 1973 to November 7. 1974, Re¬ 
spondents failed to carry out required 
flammability tests on the mattresses, 
failed to maintain required records per¬ 
taining to the manufacture, flammabil¬ 
ity testing, and sale of the mattresses, 
and from June 22, 1973 to December 22, 
1973, failed to attach warning labels al¬ 
lowable in lieu of testing. 

Said failures are also alleged to con¬ 
stitute unfair methods of competition 
and unfair and deceptive acts within 
the intent and meaning of Section 5 of 
the Federal Trade Commission Act. 
Commission jurisdiction over this mat¬ 
ter is based on the transfer of functions 
under the foregoing acts to the Commis¬ 
sion by Section 30 of the Consumer Prod¬ 
uct Safety Act. 

The Staff is seeking an order requir¬ 
ing Respondents to cease and desist from 
violating the said Acts and to recall all 
mattresses produced between June 23, 
1973 and June 26, 1974 from distributors, 
retailers, and consumers. Respondents 
have filed an Answer containing a gen¬ 
eral denial and an affirmative defense 
that the individual Respondents are be¬ 
ing discriminated against and that the 
mattresses in question comply with the 
Flammability Standard. FF 4-72. 

This proceeding is governed by the 
Commission's Interim Rules of Practice, 
16 CFR 1025. The docket in tills matter 
is available in the Office of the Secretary 
of the Commission. Any person, other 
than the Respondents, who desires to 
become a party to the proceedings, or 
to testify at the hearing, may request to 
do so by writing to the Presiding Officer. 
Paul N. Pfeiffer, Administrative Law 
Judge, Consumer Product Safety Com¬ 


mission, Room 825-L, Washington, D.C. 
20207, or by telephoning (202) 634-7171. 

Dated: April 9. 1976. 

Paul N. Pfeiffer. 
Administrative Law Judge. 
IFR Doc.76-11255 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am) 


I Docket No. 76-4 J 

F&D ASSOCIATES AND JOSEPH GOODMAN 

Institution of Enforcement Proceeding 
Under the Flammable Fabrics Act 

April 12, 1976. 

A Notice of Enforcement prepared by 
the Commission’s Staff and approved by 
the Commission, has been served upon 
F&D Associates and Joseph Goodman, 
individually and as an officer of the cor¬ 
poration charging Respondents with vio¬ 
lating Section 3<a) of the Flammable 
Fabrics Act (15 U.S.C. 1192) by manu¬ 
facturing, selling, and delivering into in¬ 
terstate commerce products which failed 
to conform to the Standard for the 
Flammability of Mattresses, FT 1 4-72. In 
particular, it is alleged that from Decem¬ 
ber 23. 1973 to October 31, 1974, Re¬ 
spondents failed to carfy out required 
flammability tests on the mattresses, 
failed to maintain required records per¬ 
taining to the manufacture, flammability 
testing, and sale of the mattresses, and 
from June 22, 1973 to December 22, 1973, 
failed to attach warning labels allowable 
in lieu of testing. 

Said failures are also alleged to con¬ 
stitute unfair methods of competition 
and unfair and deceptive acts within 
the intent and meaning of Section 5 of 
the Federal Trade Commission Act. 
Commission jurisdiction over this mat¬ 
ter is based on the transfer of functions 
under the foregoing acts to the Commis¬ 
sion by Section 30 of the Consumer Prod¬ 
uct Safety Act. 

The Staff is seeking an order requir¬ 
ing Respondent to cease and desist from 
violating the said Acts and to recall all 
mattresses produced between June 22 
and December 22, 1973 and between 
March 22 and October 31, 1974, from dis¬ 
tributors, retailers, and consumers. Re¬ 
spondents have filed an Answer denying 
all charges and presenting affirmatively 
that they (1) complied with the flam¬ 
mability standard, and (2) that the 
standard and the proceeding are viola¬ 
tive of Respondents’ constitutional 
rights. 

This proceeding is governed by the 
Commission's Interim Rules of Practice, 
16 CFR 1025. The docket in this matter 
is available in the Office of Secretary of 
of the Commission. Any person, other 
than the Respondents, who desires to 
become a party to the proceedings, or 
to testify at the hearing, may request to 
do so by writing to the Presiding Officer, 
Paul N. Pfeiffer, Administrative Law 
Judge, Consumer Product Safety Com¬ 


mission. Room 825-L, Washington, D.C, 
20207, or by telephoning (202 634-7171. 

Dated: April 12, 1976. 

Paul N. Pfeiffer, 
Administrative Law Judge . 

IFR Doc.76-11256 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 ami 


| Docket No. 75-23 J 

FOAM-TEX CO„ INC. AND 
EDWARD WOLFF 

Institution of Enforcement Proceeding 
Under the Flammable Fabrics Act 

April 8, 1976. 

A Notice of Enforcement prepared by 
the Commission's Staff and approved by 
the Commission, has been served upon 
Foam-Tex and Edward Wolff, indi¬ 
vidually and as an officer of the corpora¬ 
tion charging Respondent with violating 
Section 3(a) of the Flammable Fabrics 
Act (15 U.S.C. 1192) by manufacturing, 
selling, and delivering into interstate 
commerce products which failed to con¬ 
form to the Standards for the Flamma¬ 
bility of Mattresses, FF 4-72. In partic¬ 
ular, it is alleged that from June 23, 1973 
to November 7, 1974, Respondent failed 
to carry out required flammability tests 
on the mattresses, failed to maintain 
required records pertaining to the manu¬ 
facture, flammability testing, and sale of 
the mattresses, and from June 22, 1973 
to December 22, 1973, failed to attach 
warning labels allowable in lieu of test¬ 
ing. 

Said failures are also alleged to con¬ 
stitute unfair methods of competition 
and unfair and deceptive acts within the 
intent and meaning of Section 5 of the 
Federal Trade Commission Act. Commis¬ 
sion jurisdiction over this matter is based 
on the transfer of functions under the 
foregoing acts to the Commission by Sec¬ 
tion 30 of the Consumer Product Safety 
Act. 

The Staff is seeking an order requiring 
Respondent to cease and desist from 
violating the said Acts and to recall all 
mattresses produced between June 23, 
1973 and November 7, 1974 from distrib¬ 
utors, retailers, and consumers. Re¬ 
spondent lias filed an Answer contain¬ 
ing a general denial and an affirmative 
defense that the Commission is without 
jurisdiction. The parties are attempting 
to negotiate a settlement before agreeing 
to a date for hearing. 

This proceeding is governed by the 
Commission's Interim Rules of Practice. 
16 CFR 1025. The docket in this matter 
is available in the Office of the Secretary 
of the Commission. Any person, other 
than the Respondent, who desires to be¬ 
come a party to the proceedings, or to 
testify at the hearing, may request to do 
so by writing to the Presiding Officer, 
Paul N. Pfeiffer, Administrative Law 
Judge. Consumer Product Safety Com- 
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mission, Room 825-L, Washington, D.C. 
20207. or by telephone (202) 634-7171. 

Dated: April 12. 1976. 

Paul N. Pfeiffer, 
Administrative Law Judge . 
|FR Doc.76-11258 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am) 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

|FRL 525-2; OPP-42008A] 

IDAHO 

Approval of State Pte.n for Certification of 
Commercial and Private Applicators of 
Restricted Use Pesticides 


mission, Room 825-L, Washipgton, D.C. 
20207, or by telephoning (202) 634-7171. 

Dated: April 8, 1976. 

Paul N. Pfeiffer, 
Administrative Law Judge. 
IFR Doc.76-11257 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am] 


lDocket No. 75-22] 

JOSEPH WARREN 

Institution of Enforcement Proceeding 
Under the Flammable Fabrics Act 

April 12, 1976. 

A Notice of Enforcement prepared by 
the Commission’s Staff and approved by 
the Commission, h9s been served upon 
Joseph Warren, individually, and as a 
former officer of the Warren-Wells Co., a 
corporation, now dissolved, charging 
Respondent with violating Section 3(a) 
of the Flammable Fabrics Act (15 U.S.C. 
1192) by manufacturing, selling, and 
delivering into interstate commerce 
products which failed to conform to the 
Standard for the Flammability of Mat¬ 
tresses. FF 4-72. In particular, it is al¬ 
leged that from December 23, 1973 to 
November 20, 1974, Respondent failed to 
carry out required flammability tests on 
the mattresses, failed to maintain re¬ 
quired records pertaining to the manu¬ 
facture, flammability testing, and sale 
of the mattresses. 

Said failures are also alleged to con¬ 
stitute unfair methods of competition 
and unfair and deceptive acts within 
the intent and meaning of Section 5 of 
the Federal Trade Commission Act. 
Commission jurisdiction over this matter 
is based on the transfer of functions un¬ 
der the foregoing acts to the Commission 
by Section 30 of the Consumer Product 
Safety Act. 

The Staff is seeking an order requir¬ 
ing Respondent to cease and desist from 
violating the said Acts and to recall all 
mattresses produced between December 
23, 1973 and April 14, 1974, from dis¬ 
tributors. retailers, and consumers. Re¬ 
spondent has filed an Answer moving 
that the Notice of Enforcement be dis¬ 
missed since the individual Respnodent 
is incapable of effecting the relief desired 
and the corporate entity, where he was 
formerly an officer, has been dissolved 
and its premises sold. The Staff has an¬ 
swered that motion stating that such 
facts, even if proved, do not entitle the 
Respondent to the relief he requests. 

This proceeding is governed by the 
Commission’s Interim Rules of Practice. 
16 CFR 1025. The docket in this matter 
is available in the Office of the Secretary 
of the Commission. Any person, other 
than the Respondent, who desires to be¬ 
come a party to the proceedings, or to 
testify at the hearing, may request to do 
so by writing to the Presiding Officer, 
Paul N. Pfeiffer, Administrative Law 
Judge, Consumer Product Safety Com¬ 


(Docket No. 76-3] 

ROYAL BEDDING CO. ET AL. 

Institution of Enforcement Proceeding 
Under the Flammable Fabrics Act 

April 12,1976. 

A Notice of Enforcement prepared by 
the Commission's Staff and approved by 
the Commission, has been served upon 
Royal Bedding Company and Jacob 
Lurie, Edward Krugman and Barry Wolf, 
individually and as officers of the cor¬ 
poration charging Respondents with 
violating Section 3(a) of the Flammable 
Fabrics Act (15 U.S.C. 1192) by manu¬ 
facturing, selling, and delivering into 
interstate commerce products which 
failed to conform to the Standard for the 
Flammability of Mattresses, FF 4-72. 
In particular, it is alleged that Re¬ 
spondents failed to carry out required 
flammability tests on certain mattresses, 
and failed to select mattresses for testing 
in a random manner. 

Said failures are also alleged to con¬ 
stitute unfair methods of competition 
and unfair and deceptive acts within 
the intent and meaning of Section 5 of 
the Federal Trade Commission Act (15 
U.S.C. 41 et seq.). Commission jurisdic¬ 
tion over this matter is based on the 
transfer of functions under the foregoing 
acts to the Commission by Section 30 of 
the Consumer Product Safety Act (15 
U.S.C. 2051, 2079). 

The Staff is seeking an order requir¬ 
ing Respondents to cease and desist from 
violating the said Acts. Respondents 
have filed an Answer admitting the 
charges but reserving the right to pre¬ 
sent evidence, proposed findings of fact 
and conclusions of law ‘‘and rule or 
order.” 

This proceeding is governed by the 
Commission’s Interim Rules of Practice, 
16 CFR 1025. The docket in this matter 
is available in the Office of the Secretary 
of the Commmission. Any person, other 
than the Respondents, who desires to be¬ 
come a party to the proceedings, or to 
testify at the hearing, may request to do 
so by writing to the Presiding Officer, 
Paul N. Pfeiffer, Administrative Law 
Judge, Consumer Product Safety Com¬ 
mission, Room 825-L, Washington, D.C. 
20207, or by telephoning (202) 634-7171. 

Dated: April 12, 1976. 

Paul N. Pfeiffer, 
Administrative Law Judge. 

(FR Doc.76-11259 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 ami 


Section 4(a)(2) of the Federal Insec¬ 
t icide; Fungicide, and Rcdenticide Act 
<FIFRA>. as amended (86 Stat. 973; 7 
U.S.C. 136> t and the implementing reg¬ 
ulations of 40 CFR Part 171 reouire each 
State desiring to certify appplicators to 
submit a rlan for its certification pro¬ 
gram. Any State certification program 
under this section shall be maintained in 
accordance with the State plan approved 
under this section. 

On November 26, 1975, notice was 
rubJrihed in the Federal Register (40 
FR 54857) of the intent of the Regional 
Administrator, EPA Region X. to ap¬ 
prove, on a contingency basis, the Idaho 
Plan for Certification of Commercial and 
Private Applicators of Restricted Use 
Pesticides (Idaho State Plan). Contin¬ 
gency approval was requested by the 
State of Idaho pending enactment < 
legislation, which has been proposed, 
and promulgation of regulations pursu¬ 
ant to this new legislation implementing 
the plan. Complete conies of the Idaho 
plan were made available for public in¬ 
spection at the Idaho Department of 
Agriculture, Boise, Idaho; EPA Region 
X office, Seattle Washington; and the 
Office of Pesticide Programs, EPA. 
Washington, D.C. 

No comments were received; there¬ 
fore, the plan as apppeared in the Fed¬ 
eral Register November 26, 1975. will 
go unchanged. 

It has been determined that the Idaho 
plan will satisfy the requirements of 
Section 4(a)(2) of the amended FIFRA 
and of 40 CFR Part 171, if the legisla¬ 
tion described in the plan, which is nec- 
essaiT for its implementation, is passed 
by the Idaho Legislature and necessary 
implementing regulations are promul¬ 
gated by the Idaho Department of Ag¬ 
riculture. Accordingly the Idaho plan is 
approved contingent upon passage of 
the legislation and promulgation of im¬ 
plementing regulations in accordance 
with and as prescribed in the State plan 

This contingency approval shall ex¬ 
pire twelve (12) months from its effec¬ 
tive date, if these terms and conditions 
are not satisfied by that time. On or be¬ 
fore the expiration of the period of con¬ 
tingency approval, a notice shall be 
published in the Federal Register con¬ 
cerning the extent to which these terms 
and conditions have been satisfied, and 
the approval status of the Idaho plan 
as a result thereof. 

Effective date. Pursuant to Section 
4(d) of the Administrative Procedures 
Act, 5 U.S.C. 553(d), the Agency finds 
that there is good cause for providing 
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that the twelve months contingency 
approval granted herein to the Idaho 
plan shall be effective immediately. 
Neither the Idaho plant itself nor this 
Agency’s contingency approval of the 
plan creates any direct or immediate 
obligations on pesticide applicators or 
other persons in the State of Idaho. De¬ 
lays in starting the work necessary to 
implement the plan, such as may be 
occasioned by providing some later effec¬ 
tive date for this contingency approval, 
are inconsistent with the public interest. 
Accordingly, this contingent approval 
shall become effective immediately. 

Dated: January 22, 1976. 

L. Edwin Coate, 
Acting Regional Administrator , 
U.S. Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency, Region X . 

[FR Doc.76-11395 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am] 


[FRL 525-7; OPP-50113] 

ROHM & HAAS CO. 

Issuance of Experimental Use Permit 

Pursuant to section 5 of the Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act (FIFRA), as amended (86 Stat. 973; 
7 U.8.C. 136), an experimental use per¬ 
mit has been issued to Rohm & Haas 
Company, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
19105. Such permit is in accordance with, 
and subject to, the provisions of 40 CFR 
Part 172; Part 172 was published in the 
Federal Register on April 30, 1975 (40 
FR 18780), and defines EPA procedures 
with respect to the use of pesticides for 
experimental purposes. 

This experimental use permit (No. 
707-EUP-84) allows the use of 150 
pounds A.I. of the fungicide 4-butyl-4H- 
1,2,4 triazole on wheat to evaluate con¬ 
trol of wheat leaf rust. A total of 500 
acres is involved; the program is au¬ 
thorized only in the States of Arkansas. 
Georgia, Kansas, Minnesota, Montana, 
Nebraska, North Dakota, Oklahoma, 
South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, and 
Washington. The experimental use per¬ 
mit is effective from March 23, 1976, to 
March 23, 1977. A temporary tolerance 
for residues of the active ingredient in or 
on wheat has been established. 

Interested parties wishing to review 
the experimental use permit are referrd 
to Room E-315, Registration Division 
(WH-567), Offic of Pesticide Programs, 
EPA, 401 M St. SW., Washington. D.C. 
20460. It is suggested that such inter¬ 
ested persons call 202/755-4851 before 
visiting the EPA Headquarters Office, so 
tliat the appropriate permit may be 
made conveniently available for review 
purposes. These files will be available 
for inspection from 8:30 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. 
Monday through Friday. 

Dated: April 14,1976. 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 
Director, Registration Division. 
(FR Doc.76-11399 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 ami 
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[FRL 525-8; OPP-60114] 

ROHM & HAAS CO. 

Issuance of Experimental Use Permit 

Pursuant to section 5 of the Federal 
Insec ticide , Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act (FIFRA), as amended (86 Stat. 973; 
7 U.S.C. 136), an experimental use permit 
has been issued to Rohm & Haas Com¬ 
pany, Philadelphia. Pennsylvania 19105. 
Such permit is in accordance with, and 
subject to, the provisions of 40 CFR Part 
172; Part 172 was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register on April 30, 1975 (40 FR 
18780), and defines EPA procedures with 
respect to the use of pesticides for ex¬ 
perimental purposes. 

This experimental use permit (No. 707- 
EUP-81) allows the use of 4,275 pounds 
A.I. of the herbicide 2-chloro-l (4-nitro- 
phenoxy) -4 - (trifluoromethy 1) benzene 
on soybeans to evaluate control of cer¬ 
tain annual and broadleaf weeds. A total 
of 3,975 acres is involved; the program is 
authorized only in the States of Alabama, 
Arkansas, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Louisi¬ 
ana, Maryland, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska, New Jer¬ 
sey, New York, North Carolina, North 
Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, 
South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennes¬ 
see, Texas, Virginia, and Wisconsin. The 
experimental use permit is effective from 
March 29, 1976, to April 11. 1977. A tem¬ 
porary tolerance for residues of the ac¬ 
tive ingredient in or on soybeans has been 
established. 

Interested parties wishing to review 
the experimental use permit are re¬ 
ferred to Room E-315, Registration Di¬ 
vision (WH-567), Office of Pesticide 
Programs, EPA, 401 M St. SW.. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20460. It is suggested that 
such Interested persons call 202/755- 
4851 before visiting the EPA Head¬ 
quarters Office, so that the appropriate 
permit may be made conveniently 
available for review purposes. These 
files will be available for inspection from 
8:30 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. Monday through 
Friday. 

Dated: April 14,1976. 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 
Director, Registration Division . 

[FR Doc. 76-11400 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 ami 


[FRL 526-1. OPP-501151 

SHELL CHEMICAL CO. 

Issuance of Experimental Use Permit 

Pursuant to section 5 of the Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act (FIFRA), as amended (86 Stat. 973; 
7 U.S.C. 136), an experimental use per¬ 
mit has been issued to Shell Chemical 
Company, Washington, D.C. 20036. Such 
permit is in accordance with, and sub¬ 
ject to. the provisions of 40 CFR Part 
172; Part 172 was pubished in the Fed¬ 
eral Register on April 30, 1975 (40 FR 
18780), and defines EPA procedures with 
respect to the use of pesticides for ex¬ 
perimental purposes. 


This experimental use permit (No. 
201-EUP-46) allows the use of 8,000 
pounds. A.I. of the herbicide 2-CC4- 
chloro-6-(ethylamino) - s - triazin - 2 - 
yllaminol-2-methylpropionitrile on soy¬ 
beans to evaluate control of certain 
broadleaf weeds. A total of 5,000 acres 
is involved; the program is authorized 
only in the States of Alabama, Arkansas, 
Illinois, Iowa, Louisiana, Minnesota, 
Mississippi, Missouri, and Tennessee. The 
experimental use permit is effective from 
March 17, 1976, to March 17. 1977. A 
temporary tolerance for residues of the 
active ingredient in or on soybeans has 
been established. 

Interested parties wishing to review 
the experimental use permit are re¬ 
ferred to Room E-315, Registration 
Division (WH-567), Office of Pesticide 
Programs, EPA, 401 M St. SW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20460. It is suggested that 
such interested persons call 202/755-4851 
before visiting the EPA Headquarters 
Office, so that the appropriate permit 
may be made conveniently available for 
review purposes. These files will be avail¬ 
able for inspection from 8:30 a.m. to 4:00 
p.m. Monday through Friday. 

Dated: April 14.1976. 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 
Director, Registration Division. 

[FR Doc.76-11401 Filed 4-19-76; 8:45 am] 


| FRL 525-4; OPP-50109| 

FOREST SERVICE 

Issuance of Experimental Use Permit 

Pursuant to section 5 of the Federal 
Insec ticide , Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act (FIFRA), as amended (86 Stat. 973; 
7 U.S.C. 136), an experimental use per¬ 
mit has been issued to the U.S. Forest 
Service, Washington, D.C. 20250. Such 
permit is in accordance with, and subject 
to, the provisions of 40 CFR Part 172; 
Part 172 was published in the Federal 
Register on April 30. 1975 (40 FR 18780), 
and defines EPA procedures with respect 
to the use of pesticides for experimental 
purposes. 

This experimental use permit (No. 
27586-EUP-9) allows the use of 480 
pounds A.I. of the insecticide Dimethyl 
(2,2,2-trichloro-l - hydroxyethyl) pros- 
phonate on forested areas to assess its 
environmental safety on birds, fish, 
aquatic invertebrates, and non-target 
insects. A total of 320 acres is involved; 
the program is authorized only in the 
State of Oregon. The experimental use 
permit is effective from March 30. 1976, 
to March 30,1977. 

Interested parties wishing to review 
the experimental use permit are re¬ 
ferred to Room E-315, Registration Divi¬ 
sion (WH-567), Office of Pesticide Pro¬ 
grams, EPA, 401 M St. SW.. Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20460. It is suggested that such 
interested persons call 202/755-4851 be¬ 
fore visiting the EPA Headquarters Of¬ 
fice, so that the appropriate permit may 
be made conveniently available for re¬ 
view purposes. These files will be avail- 
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able for inspection from 8:30 a.m. to 
4:00 pjn. Monday through Friday. 

Dated: April 14.1976. 

John B. Ritch, Jr. t 
Director , Registration Division. 
[FR Doc.76-11396 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am | 


|FRL 525-5; OPP-50110| 

FOREST SERVICE 

Issuance of Experimental Use Permit 

Pursuant to section 5 of the Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act (FIFRA). as amended (86 Stat. 973: 
7 U.S.C. 136i, an experimental use per¬ 
mit has been issued to the U.S. Forest 
Service. Washington. D.C. 20250. Such 
permit is in accordance with, and subject 
to. the provisions of 40 CFR Part 172: 
Part 172 was published in the Federal 
Register on April 30,1975 <40 FR 18780 >. 
and defines EPA procedures with respect 
to the use of pesticides for experimental 
purposes. 

This experimental use permit <No. 
27586-EUP-12) allows the use of 640 
pounds A.I. of the insecticide carbaryl on 
forested areas to assess its environmental 
safety on birds, fish, aquatic inverte¬ 
brates, and non-target insects. A total 
of 320 acres is involved: the program is 
authorized only in the State of Oregon. 
The experimental use permit is effective 
from March 30. 1976. to March 30, 1977. 

Interested parties wishing to review 
the experimental use permit are referred 
to Room E-315, Registration Division 
< WH-567). Office of Pesticide Programs. 
EPA, 401 M St. SW., Washington, D.C. 
20460. It is suggested that such interested 
persons call 202/755—4851 before visitng 
tile EPA Headquarters Office, so that the 
appropriate permit may be made con¬ 
veniently available for review purposes. 
These files will be available for inspec¬ 
tion from 8:30 ami. to 4:00 pm. Monday 
through Friday. 

Dated April 14. 1976. 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 
Registration Division . 

I FR Doc.76 11397 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am 1 


fFRL 525-6; OPP-50UI1 

FOREST SERVICE 

Issuance of Experimental Use °ermit 

Pursuant to section 5 of the Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act (FIFRA), as amended (86 Stat. 973; 
7 U.S.C. 136» , an experimental use permit 
has been issued to the U.S. Forest Serv¬ 
ice, Washington, D.C. 20250. Such permit 
is in accordance with, and subject to. the 
provisions of 40 CFR Part 172; Part 172 
was published in the Federal Register 
on April 30, 1975 (40 FR 18780>, and de¬ 
fines EPA procedures with respect to the 
use of pesticides for experimental pur¬ 
poses. 

This experimental use permit (No. 
27586—EUP-11) allows the use of 640 
pounds AX of the insecticide acephate 
on forested areas to assess its environ¬ 
mental safety on birds, fish, aquatic in¬ 


vertebrates, and non-target insects. A 
total of 640 acres is involved; the pro¬ 
gram is authorized only in the State of 
Oregon. The experimental use permit is 
effective from March 30, 1976, to 

March 30. 1977. 

Interested parties wishing to review 
the expei*imental use permit are referred 
to Room E-315, Registration Division 
<WH-567), Office of Pesticide Programs. 
EPA. 401 M St SW., Washington. D.C. 
20160. It is suggested that such interested 
persons call 202/755-4851 before visiting 
the EPA Headquarters Office, so that the 
appropriate permit may be made con¬ 
veniently available for review purposes. 
These files will be available for inspec¬ 
tion from 8:30 am. to 4:00 p.m. Monday 
through Friday. 

Dated: April 14, 1976. 

John B. Ritch, Jr.. 

Director , Registration Division . 

| FR Doc.70-11398 Filed 4-19-76; 8:45 am | 


1FRL 525-3; OFF- 33000. 3941 

RECEIPT OF APPLICATION FOR 
PESTICIDE REGISTRATION 

Data To Be Considered in Support of 
Applications 

On November 19, 1973, the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency <EPA> pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register <39 FR 
31852) its interim policy with respect to 
the administration of Section 3(c)(1* 
<D) of the Federal Insecti cide, F ungi - 
cide, and Rodenticide Act < FIFRA >, as 
amended l “Interim Policy Statement '1. 
On January 22, 1976, EPA published in 
the Federal Register a document en¬ 
titled “Registration of a Pesticide Prod¬ 
uct—Consideration of Data by the 
Administrator in Support of an Appli¬ 
cation” 141 FR 33391. This document 
described the changes in the Agency's 
procedures for implementing Section 
3(0 (1) <D) of FIFRA, as set out in the 
Inlerim Policy Statement, which were 
effectuated by the enactment of the re¬ 
cent amendments to FIFRA on Novem¬ 
ber 28. 1975 [P.L. 94-1401, and the new 
regulations governing the registration 
and reregistration of pesticides which 
became effective on August 4, 1975 140 
CFR Part 1621. 

Pursuant to the procedures set forth 
in these Federal Register documents, 
EPA hereby gives notice of the applica¬ 
tions for pesticide registration listed 
below. In some cases these applications 
have recently been received: in other 
cases, applications have been amended 
by the submission of additional support¬ 
ing data, the election of a new method of 
support, or the submission of new “offer 
to pay” statements. 

In the case of all applications, the 
labeling fumislied by the applicant for 
the product will be available for inspec¬ 
tion at the Environmental Protection 
Agency, Room EB-31, East Tower, 401 
M Street SW., Washington, DC 20460. In 
the case of applications subject to the 
new Section 3 regulations, and applica¬ 
tions not subject to the new Section 3 
regulations which utilize either the 2(a) 


or 2(b) method of support specified in 
the Interim Policy Statement, all data 
citations submitted or referenced by the 
applicant in support of the application 
will be made available for inspection at 
the above address. This information 
< proposed labeling and, where applicable, 
data citations) will also be supplied by 
mail, upon request. However, such a re¬ 
quest should be made only when circum¬ 
stances make it inconvenient for the in¬ 
spection to be made at the Agency offices 
Any person who (a) is or has been an 
applicant, <b> believes that data he de¬ 
veloped ard submitted to EPA on or after 
January 1. 1970, is being used to support 
an application described in this notice, 
(c) desires to assert a claim under Sec¬ 
tion 3(c)(1) (D>for such use of his data, 
and <d» wishes to preserve his right to 
have the Administrator determine the 
amount of reasonable compensation ro 
which he is entitled for such use of the 
data or the status of such data under 
Section 10 mast notify the Administra¬ 
tor and the applicant named in the 
notice in the Federal Register of his 
claim by certified mail. Notification to 
the Administrator should be addressed to 
the Information Coordination Section 
Technical Services Division lWH-569‘. 
Office of Pesticide Programs. 401 M 
Street SW.. Washington, DC 20460 
Every such claimant must include, at a 
minimum, the information listed in the 
Interim Policy Statement of November 
19 1973 

The Interim Policy Statement re¬ 
quires that claims for compensation Ue 
filed within 60 days of publication of 
this notice. With the exception of £<c) 
applicatipns not subject to the new Sec¬ 
tion 3 regulation*, and for which 
a sixty-day hold period for claims is 
provided. EPA will not delay any reg¬ 
istration pending the assertion of 
claims for compensation or the deter¬ 
mination of reasonable compensation 
Inquiries and assertions that data re¬ 
lied upon are subject t o pro tection 
under Section 10 of FIFRA, as 
amended, should be made on or before 
May 20, 1976. 

Dated: April 14, 1976. 

John B. Ritch. Jr.. 

Director, Registration Division. 
Apfljcatioms Received (OPP-33OO0/394) 

EPA File Symbol 36837-R. Alfred Chem 
Corp.. #171 Lombardy St., Brooklyn NY 
11222. MICROCIDE ALPHA. Active Ingre¬ 
dients: N-Alkyl (50% C14, 40% C12. 10 < 
C16) Dime thy lbenzyl Ammonium Chlo¬ 
ride 6%; Sodium Carbonate 2.0%: Tetrn- 
aodtam Salt of Ethylene Diamine Tetra¬ 
acetate 2.0%. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(b) of interim 
policy. PM31 

EPA Reg. No. 6308-91. The Ansul Company. 
PO Drawer 1165, Weslaco TX 78590. 
BOLLS-EYE COTTON DEFOLIANT Ac¬ 
tive Ingredients; Sodium Cacodyls tc 
27.38%; Dimethylarsinic Acid (Cacodyltc 
Acid) 4.67%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation. proceeds under 2(a) of interim 
policy. Republished: Revised offer to pay 
statement submitted. PM23 
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EPA Reg. No. 1526-416. Arizona Grocherat- 
cal Co., PO Box 21537, Phoenix AZ 85036. 
THIODAN 2E. Active Ingredients: Eudo- 
sul fan (Hexachl orohex ah y drome th ano -2. 

4.3-benzodioxathiepin oxide) 24.00%; 
Aromatic Petroleum Solvent 69.50%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of Interim policy. Repub' 
It shed: Revised offer to pay statement 
submitted. PM 15 

EPA Reg. No. 35376-1. A.T.S. Laboratories. 
Inc.. PO Box 503, Medina OH 44256. SUPER 
SHIELD FLY REPELLENT. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Butoxpolypropylene Glycol 10.00%: 
Plperonyl Butoxide Technical 1.00%; Py¬ 
re tlirl ns 0.25%, Petroleum Distillate 
100%. Method of Support: Application 
pr oceeds under 2(a) of interim policy. Re¬ 
published: Revised offer to pay statement 
and additional data to support claim. 
PM17 

EPA File Symbol 11853-U. Biscayne Chemical 
Laboratories. Inc., PO Box 307 Biscayne 
Annex. 1215 NW 7th Ave., Miami FL 33152. 
STERI-ZONE DISINFECTANT. Active In¬ 
gredients: Alkyl (50% C14, 40% C12, 10% 
Cl6) Dimethyl Benzyl Ammonium Chlo¬ 
ride 2.75%; Essential Oils 0.44%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(c) of interim policy. PM31 

EPA File Symbol 239-EUUO. Chevron Chem¬ 
ical Co., Ortho Div., 940 Hensley St.. Rich¬ 
mond CA 94804. BOLERO 10 G. Active 
I ngredien ts: S- [ (4 -chlorophenyl) Methyl | 
d i ethyl car bamoth late 10%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(a) 
of interim policy. PM23 

EPA File Symbol 239-EULN. Chevron Chemi¬ 
cal Company. BOLERO 8 EC. Active In¬ 
gredients S- ((4-chlorophenyl) methyl | 
dlethylcarbamothioate 84%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(a) 
of interim policy. PM23 

EPA File Symbol 11598-EN. Connecticut 
Aerosols. Inc., 85 Furniture. Milford CT 
06460. FLEA AND TICK SPRAY FOR DOGS 
AND CATS. Active Ingredients: Pyre- 
thrlns 0.056%; Rotenone 0.008%; Other 
cube* resins 0.016%; Pine oil 0.900%; 
Petroleum distillate 0.406%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. PM 17 

EPA Reg. No. 2938-0. Culllgan USA, One 
Culligan Parkway, Northbrook IL 60062. 
CULLIGAN CHEMICAL TREATMENT 
M-23. Active Ingredients: Poly |oxyethyl- 
ene (dimethylimlnlo) ethylene (dlmethyl- 
Imlnio)-ethylene dichloride) 10.0%. Meth¬ 
od of Support: Application proceeds un¬ 
der 2(b) of interim policy. Republished: 
Revised offer to pay statement submitted. 
PM34 

EPA File Symbol 13437-RE. Du Cor Chemical 
Corp., PO Box 13298. Orlando FL 32809 
DU COR FORMULA 72 WEED KILLER 
Active Ingredients: Monuron Trichloro- 
acetate (3-(p-chlorophenyl)-1, 1-dlmethyl- 
urea trlchloroacet&te 3.19%; Aromatic 
Petroleum Derivative 88.52%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. Republished: Revised 
offer to pay statement submitted. PM24 

EPA File Symbol 35667-R. DyChem Interna¬ 
tional. Inc.. 503 N. 400 West. Salt Lake 
City UT 84103. DYCHEM LION-X SANI¬ 
TIZER AND DISINFECTANT. Active In¬ 
gredients: n-Alkyl (60% C14, 30% C16, 
5% Cl 2, 6% C18) dimethyl benzyl am¬ 
monium chlorides 5%; n-Alkyl (68% C12, 
32% C14) dimethyl ethylbenzyl ammo¬ 
nium chlorides 5%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(b) of In¬ 
terim policy. Republished: Revised offer 
to pay statement submitted. PM31 

EPA File 8ymbol 1677-IG. Economics Labo¬ 
ratory, Inc.. General Offices: Osborn Build¬ 
ing. St. Paul MN 55102. MIKRO-BAC II. 
Active Ingredients: Isopropanol 9.9%; 


Potassium 2-phenylphenate 4.9%; Potas¬ 
sium 2-benzyl-4-chlorophenate 4.9%; 
Sodium dodecylbenzene sulfonate 2.2%; 
Tetrasodlum ethylenediaminetetraacetate 
1.9%; Potassium 4-t-amylphenate 1.0%; 
Sodium xylene sulfonate 0.8%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(b) 
of interim policy. PM32 

EPA File Symbol 279-EOII. FMC Corp., Agri¬ 
cultural Chemical Div.. 100 Niagara St.. 
Mlddleport NY 14105. PYRENONE STA- 
BILENE INSECTICIDE CONCENTRATE. 
Active Ingredients: Pyrethrins 0.5%; 
Technical Plperonyl Butoxide 5.0%; Bu- 
toxypolypropylene Glycol 25.0%; Petro¬ 
leum Distillate 60.5%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(c) of in¬ 
terim policy. Republished: Revised offer 
to pay statement submitted. PM17 

EPA Reg. No. 279-3006. FMC Corp., Agricul¬ 
tural Chemical Div., 100 Niagara St.. Mid- 
dleport NY 14105. PYRENONE DIAZINON 
STABLE EMULSION. Active Ingredients: 
O.O-Dlethyl 0-(2-lsopropyl-6-methyl-4- 
pyrimldinyl) phosphorothloate 0.500 %; 

Pyrethrins 0.052%; Plperonyl Butoxide, 
Technical 0.260%; Petroleum Distillate 
0.153%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of Interim policy. Re¬ 
published: Revised offer to pay statement 
submitted. PM15 

EPA Reg. No. 16377-3. Gloss-All Products 
Co., 2317 Parmenter St., PO Box 174, Mid¬ 
dleton WI 53562. SUPER STER-ALL DIS- 
ENFECTANT. Active Ingredients: n-Alkyl 
(60% C14, 30% C16. 5% C12, 5% C18) di¬ 
methyl benzyl ammonium chlorides 6.25%; 
n-alkyl (68?e C12. 32% C14) dimethyl eth¬ 
yl benzyl ammonium chlorides 6.25%; Tet- 
ra^odlum ethylencdiamlne tetraacetate 
3.60':;: Sodium Carbonate 3.00%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(b) of interim policy. Republished: Re¬ 
vised offer to pay statement submitted. 
PM31 

EPA Reg. No. 8730-4. Health-Chem Corp., 
1107 Broadway, New York NY 10010. HER- 
CON “INSECTAPE”. Active Ingredients: 
2-(I-Methylethoxy) phenol methylcarba- 
mate 10.0%. Method of Support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(a) of interim policy: 
Republished: Revised offer to pay state¬ 
ment submitted. PM 12 

EPA Reg. No. 891-178. Hercules Incorporated. 
910 Market St.. Wilmington DE 19899. 
TORAK P EMULSIFIABLE CONCEN¬ 
TRATE INSECTICIDE. Active Ingredients: 
Dial if or I O.O-diethyl S- (2-chloro-1 -ph thal- 
imidoethyl) phosphorodithioate] 40.5%; 
Related reaction products 4.5%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(a) 
of interim policy. Republished: Added 
claims. PM 16 

EPA File Symbol 35284-R. Lelsur-Aid. PO 
Box 734A, Omaha NE 68107. LEISUR-AID 
ALGAECIDE. Active Ingredients: Poly 
| oxyethylene (dimethylimlnlo) ethylene 
(dimethylimlnlo) -ethylene dlchlorlde] 
15.0%. Method of Support; Application 
proceeds under 2(b) of Interim policy. Re¬ 
published: Revised offer to pay statement 
submitted. PM34 

EPA File Symbol 7762-RE. Leslie Salt Co.. 
PO Box 882, Union City CA 94587. LESLIE 
FLY CONTROL “R” PREMIX (WITH 
RABON ORAL LARVACIDE 7.76%). Active 
Ingredients: 2-chloro-l - (2.4.5-trlchloro- 

phenyl)vinyl 7.76%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(b) of interim 
policy. Republished: Revised offer to pay 
statement submitted. PM15 

EPA File Symbol 12367-T. Lico Sanitary 
Supplies/Cleaning Materials/ Maintenance 
Equipment, 929 Fifth Ave., 928 .ysle Blvd., 
McKeesport PA 15132. TRIPLE CROWN 
CLEANER. Active Ingredients: n-Alkyl 
(60% C14, 30% C16. 5% C12, 5% C18) 


dimethyl benzyl ammonium chlorides 
2.25%; n-Alkyl (68% C12. 32% C14) di¬ 
methyl ethylbenzyl ammonium chlorides 
2.25%; Sodium Carbonate 3.00%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(b) of interim policy. PM31 

EPA File Symbol 11082-G. Long Chemical, 
Inc., 2615 Southwest Dr.. Los Angels CA 
90043. LONG FINE ODOR DISINFECTANT 
CLEANER. Active Ingredients: n-Alkyl 
(60% C14, 30% C16. 5% C12. 5% C18) 
dimethyl benzyl ammonium chlorides 
1.6%; n-Alkyl (68% C12, 32% C14) di¬ 
methyl ethylbenzyl ammonium chlorides 
1.6%; Sodium Carbonate 3.0%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(b) 
of interim policy. PM32 

EPA File Symbol 1553-RNE. Momar. Inc.. PO 
Box 19567. Station N, Atlanta GA 30325. 
MOMAR IO-DIS #165. Active Ingredients: 
Alpha-(Para-Nonylphenyl) - Omega - Hy¬ 
droxy poly (Oxyethylene-Iodine Complex 
13.89%: Phosphoric Acid 8.50%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of Interim policy. Republished: Revised of¬ 
fer to pay statement submitted. PM34 

EPA Reg. No. 524-308. Monsanto Co., 800 N. 
Lindbergh Blvd.. St. Louis MO 63166. 
ROUNDUP HERBICIDE. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Isopropylamine salt of Glyphosate 
41.0%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. Re¬ 
published: Revised offer to pay statement 
submitted. PM25 

EPA File Symbol 4029-ET. Oil Specialities & 
Refining Co.. Inc., 18 Bridge St.. Brooklyn 
NY 11201. COMPACTOR AND KITCHEN 
INSECTICIDE SPRAY. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Pyrethrins 0.12% Plperonyl Butoxide. 
Technical 1.20%: Petroleum Distillate 
0.48°; . Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. Re¬ 
published: Revised offer to pay statement 
submitted. PM 17 

EPA File Symbol 27570-G. Paddock Pool Con¬ 
struction. 6525 E. Thomas Rd.. Scottsdale 
AZ 85251. PAD CHEM. Active Ingredients: 
Sodium Dichloro-s-trlazlnetrione 100% 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. Republished: 
Revised offer to pay statement submitted. 
PM34 

EPA File Symbol 27570-R. Paddock Pool Con¬ 
struction Co.. 6525 E. Thomas Rd.. Scotts¬ 
dale AZ 85251. PAD TABLETS. Active In¬ 
gredients: Trichloro-s-triazlnetrlone 100%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. Republished: 
Revised offer to pay statement submitted. 
PM34 

EPA File Symbol ^7570-E. Paddock Pool Con¬ 
struction Co. PAD ALGAE KILL. Active 
Ingredients: Trichloro-s-triazlnetrione 

100%*. Method of Support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(c) of Interim policy. Repub¬ 
lished : Revised offer to pay statement sub¬ 
mitted. PM34 

EPA File Symbol 36139-R. Petrochemicals 
Co.. Inc., 2001 North Grove St., Fort Worth 
TX 76106. FORMULA 114-74-3 GERMI¬ 
CIDAL CLEANER CONCENTRATE. Active 
Ingredients: Sodium o-benzyl-p-chloro- 
phenate 8.5%; Sodium o-pheuyl phenate 
4.3%; Sodium p-tert-amylphenate 2.8%; 
Isopropanol 15.0%: Tetrasodlum ethylene- 
diamine tetraacetate 4.6%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(a) of 
interim policy. Republished: Revised offer 
to pay statement submitted. PM32 

EPA File Symbol 35938-U. Pittsburgh Water 
& Waste Co., PO Box 72. Sarver PA 16055. 
ECO-CIDE 175. Active Ingredients: Di- 
sodlum cyanodlthloimldocarbonate 7.35%; 
Potassium N-methyldithiocarbamate 

10.15%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. Re¬ 
published: Revised offer to pay statement 
submitted. PM33 
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EPA Pile Symbol 35938-L. Pittsburgh Wat?r 
& Waste Company. ECO-CIDE 1166. Active 
Ingredients: Dlsodium cyanodlthiomldo- 
carbonate 4.90%; Potassium N-methyldl- 
thlocarbamate 6.76%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(b) of Interim 
policy. Republished: Revised offer to pay 
statement submitted. PM33 

EPA Pile Symbol 5725-EG. Ritter Chemical 
Co., Inc., 403 W. Main St.. Amsterdam NY 
12010. AQUA 10. Active Ingredients: n- 
Alkyl (60% C14, 30% C16. 5% C12. 5% C18) 
dimethyl benzyl ammonium chlorides 5%; 
n-Alkyl (68% Cl2, 32% C14) dimethyl 
ethylbenzyl ammonium chlorides 5%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. PM24 

EPA Flit Symbol 6725-EE. Ritter Chemical 
Co.. Inc. AQUA 40. Active Ingredients: n- 
Alkyl (60% C14. 30% C16. 5% C12. 5% C18) 
dimethyl benzyl ammonium chlorides 20%; 
n-Alkyl (68% C12. 32% C14) dimethyl 
ethylbenzyl ammonium chlorides 20%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. PM24 

EPA Reg. No. 476-1054. Stauffer Chemical 
Co. r 1200 South 47th St.. Richmond CA 
9480 4. MAGNETIC “6" FLOWABLE SUL¬ 
FUR. Active Ingredients: 8ulfur 51.1%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(a) of interim policy. Republished: 
Revised offer to pay statement submitted 
and added use. PM22 

EPA Reg. No. 148-1138. Thompson Hayward 
Chemical Co., PO Box 2383, Kansas City 
KS 66110. KLEAN-UP 2,4-DB AMINE. Ac¬ 
tive Ingredients: Dlmethvlamine salt of 4- 
(2,4-dichlorophenoxy) butyric acid 23.0%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. Republished: 
Revised offer to pay statement submitted. 
PM23 

EPA File Symbol 876-ELN. Vclsicol Chemical 
Corp., 341 E. Ohio St.. Chicago IL 60611. 
VELSICOL DIPHACIN 110 S CONCEN¬ 
TRATE RODENTICIDE. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Diphaclnone 0.1%. Method of Sup¬ 
ports Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
interim policy. Republished: Revised offer 
to pay statement submitted. PM 11 

EPA File Symbol 15265-RR. Wausau Chem¬ 
ical Corp., 2001 N. River Dr.. Wausau WI 
54401. ROLAR BRAND 40. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Sodium Hypochlorite 10.5% . Method 
of Support: Application proceeds tinder 
2(c) of interim policy. Republished: Re¬ 
vised offer to pay statement submitted. 
PM34 

EPA File Symbol 52-EUL. West Chemical 
Products. Inc., 42-16 West St.. Long Islan d 
City NY 11101. PI1JE-SCENTED TER- 
AMINE-X. Active Ingredients: n-Alkyl 
(40% Cl2. 50% C14, 10% C16) dimethyl 
benzyl ammonium chlorides 10.00% Meth¬ 
od of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(c) of interim policy. Republished: Re¬ 
vised offer to pay statement submitted. 
PM31 

EPA File Symbol 11656-UN. Western Farm 
Service. Inc., c/o Shell Chemical Co.. Dlv. 
of Shell Oil Co.. Suite 300. 1700 K St. NW.. 
Washington DC 20006. TORB1DAN 28. Ac¬ 
tive Ingredients: Toxaphene 66.6%; 0,0- 
dlinethyl O-p-nitrophenyl thiophosphate 
16.8%; Xylene 11.1%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(c) of In¬ 
terim policy. Republished: Revised offer 
to pay statement submitted. PM 12 

EPA File Symbol 33286-E. X-L Laboratories, 
Inc., 1687 North East 58th Ave., Des Moines 
IA 50313. SODIUM HYPOCHLORITE (10% ) 
Active Ingredients: Sodium Hypochlorite 
10%. Method of Support : Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. Repub¬ 
lished: Revised offer to pay statement sub¬ 
mitted. PM 34 


CCZHECTtONS 

EPA File Symbol 5736 UT. Dubois Chemicals, 
Div. of Chemcd Corp . 3630 E. Kemper Rc!., 
Sharonvill 3 OH 45241. HFC-11 DISINFEC¬ 
TANT - CLEANER - SANITIZER - FUNGI¬ 
CIDE-DEODORANT. Active Ingredients: 
Sodium Metaslicate 3.0% (Originally pub¬ 
lished as Sodium Metacilicatc 3.4'. ) PM33 
(41 FR 10703; 3/12/76) 

EPA File Symbol 38540 E. Midwest Chemical 
& Processing Co.. Inc.. PO Box 428. White 
Deer TX 79037. BIO-QUAD 850. Active In¬ 
gredients: Potassium-N-met* ylditblomldo- 
carbamatc 5.07v; (originally published as 
Potassl om-N-methylcIithioimidocarbamate 
5.0%) PM33 (41 FR 10707: 3/12 76) 

(FR Doc.70 114C2 Filed :-19-7C:3: C5 sm| 


(FRL 526-3: OPP-30000/1B) 

KEPONE (CHLORDECONE) 

Presumption Against Registration and Con¬ 
tinued Registration of Pesticide Product, 

Extension of Period for Submission of 

Rebuttal Evidence and Comments 

On March 25, 1976, the Environmental 
Protection Agency published a “Notice 
of Presumption Against Continued Reg¬ 
istration of Pesticide Product—Kepone 
(Chlordecone)’’ and a “Notice of Pre¬ 
sumption Against Continued Registra¬ 
tion of Pesticide Product—Kepone 
(Chlordecone)" (41 FR 12333). The reg¬ 
ulations governing rebuttable presump¬ 
tions against pesticide products provide 
that the applicant or registrant shall 
have forty-five (45) days from the date 
such notice is sent to submit evidence in 
rebuttal of the presumption. However, 
the Administrator, for good cause shown, 
may grant an additional sixty (60) days 
in which such evidence may be submitted 
140 CFR 162.11(a) (1)U)]. 

Because more time is necessary for the 
analysis by registrants of “Carcinogen¬ 
esis Bioassay of Technical Grade Chlor¬ 
decone (Kepone)** which was used as a 
basis for the presumption, good cause has 
been shown for an extension of time by 
those wishing to respond to the above 
notices. All federal registrants, applicants 
for federal registration, and other inter¬ 
ested persons shall have until June 10, 
1976. to submit rebuttal evidence and 
other comments or information. Such re¬ 
buttal evidence, comments, or other in¬ 
formation relevant to the presumption 
against continued registration should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Federal 
Register Section. Technical Services Di¬ 
vision (WH-569), Office of Pesticide Pro¬ 
grams, Environmental Protection 
Agency, Room 401. East Tower, 401 M St. 
SW, Washington, D.C. 20460. Three 
copies of the comments should be sub¬ 
mitted to facilitate the efforts of the 
Agency and others interested in inspect¬ 
ing them. All comments should bear the 
identifying notation “OPP-30000/1B.*' 
Comments and information received, on 
or before June 10, 1976 shall be con¬ 
sidered before it is determined whether a 
notice shall be issued in accordance with 
40 CFR 162.11(a) (5) <ii) and 7 U.S.C. 136 
(a) (c)(6) or 7 U.S.C. 136d(b)<l). Com¬ 
ments received after June 10, 1976 will 
be considered only to the extent feasible 


consistent with the time limits imposed 
by 40 CFR I62.11ta) (5) (ii). All written 
comments filed pursuant to this notice as 
well as the file supporting the Agency's 
presumption against this pesticide will be 
available for public inspection in the of¬ 
fice of the Federal Register Section at the 
above address from 8:30 a.m. to 4:00 r m 
on normal business days. 

Dated: April 16. 1376. 

Jam^s M. Conlon, 
Acting Deputy Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator for Pesticide Pro¬ 
grams. 

(FT. r% .76-11537 Filed 4 19 73;3:45 ;v, 


Form Credit Administration 

PRIVACY ACT OF 1974 

Proposed Amendment to Notices of Exist¬ 
ence and Character of Systems of Records 

Notice is. hereby given that the Farm 
Credit Administration proposes adding 
a new paragraph under the heading 
“Routine uses of records maintained in 
the system, including categories of users 
and Uie purpose of such uses** in the 
system of records entitled “FCA—7— 
Employee attendance, leave, and payroll 
records” set forth on page 41734 of the 
Federal Register of September 8. 1975 
(40 FR 41734), adopted by notice pub¬ 
lished on page 46288 of the Federal Reg¬ 
ister of October 6. 1975 (40 FR 46288% 
and amended December 31, 1975 (40 FR 
60111). The proposed paragraph would 
add a new routine use of records in the 
system. Accordingly, the following para¬ 
graph would be added to the system of 
records FCA—7 appearing at 40 FR 
41734: 

System Name: Employee attendance, 
leave, and payroll records—FCA. 

T* # • • • 

Routine uses of records maintained 
in the system, including categories of 
users and the purposes of such uses: 

• • • * • 

Information in this record system may 
be disclosed as a routine use to Federal, 
State and local .taxing authorities con¬ 
cerning compensation to employees or 
contractors for personal services; to the 
Civil Service Commission, Department of 
the Treasury, Department of Labor and 
other Federal agencies concerning pay, 
benefits, and retirement of employees; 
to Federal employees health benefits car¬ 
riers concerning health insurance of em¬ 
ployees; to financial organizations con¬ 
cerning employee savings account allot¬ 
ments and net pay to checking accounts; 
to State human resource offices admin¬ 
istering unemployment compensation 
programs; to educational and training 
organizations concerning employee qual¬ 
ifications and identity for specific 
courses; and to heirs, executors and legal 
representatives of beneficiaries. 

Public comment is invited on this 
amendment on or before May 14, 1976. 
Comments should be submitted in writ¬ 
ing (10 copies) to Mr. W. M. Harding. 
Governor, Farm Credit Administration, 
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Washington, DC 20578. Copies of all com¬ 
munications received will be available 
for examination by interested persons in 
the Office of Director, Information Divi¬ 
sion, Office of Administration. Farm 
Credit Administration. 

W. M. Harding. 

Governor , Farm Credit 

Administration. 

[FR Doc.76-11323 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am) 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[FCC 76-293: Docket No. 199191 

AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND 
TELEGRAPH CO. 

Voice Grade Private Line Service 

Charges, Regulations, Classifications 
and Practices for Voice Grade/Private 
Line Service (High Density—Low Den¬ 
sity) Filed with Transmittal No. 11891. 

1. On January 22, 1976, we released a 
Decision and Memorandum Opinion and 
Order (Decision) in the above-captioned 
proceeding, FCC 76-30. At that time we 
found the tariff for American Telephone 
and Telegraph Company’s (AT&T) 
voice grade private line service, the “Hi- 
Lo” tariff offering, to be discriminatory 
within the meaning of Section 202(a) of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, 47 U.S.C. 202(a). and that 
this discrimination had not been justi¬ 
fied in the hearing. We further found 
the tariff unreasonable pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion 201(b). Accordingly, we found the 
tariff to be unlawful and null and void. 
However, because public interest re¬ 
quired continuance of the private line 
service, we permitted AT&T to retain 
the Hi-Lo tariff while it prepared a re¬ 
placement tariff filing. This tariff would 
be filed to be effective on not less than 
seven days’ notice and would go into 
effect ninety days after publication of 
the Decision in the Federal Register. 

2. We now have before us a petition 
filed by the Ad Hoc Telecommunications 
Committee 1 (Committee) asking us to 
reconsider that part of the Decision 
which permits the tariff to become ef¬ 
fective on not less than seven days’ no¬ 
tice. In support, the Committee asserts 
that seven days is an insufficient time for 
users to adjust to the changes in the 
private line rate structure. It further al¬ 
leges that Section 203(b) of the Com- 


J The Ad Hoc Telecommunications Com¬ 
mittee Is composed of the following com¬ 
panies: 

Bethlehem Steel Corporation 

E. I. duPont de Nemours & Company 

Ford Motor Company 

Monsanto Company 

OUn Corporation 

Republic Steel Corporation 

Union Carbide Corporation 

United States Steel Corporation 

Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

Chrysler Corporation 

American Express Company 

EXXON 

J. C. Penney 

Sears Roebuck and Co. 


NOTICES 

munications Act requires tariff filings 
to be on thirty days* notice unless, “for 
good cause shown,” the Copimission au¬ 
thorizes a different notice period. The 
Committee contends that no good cause 
was stated for the seven day notice pe¬ 
riod. For that reason, it alleges that, if 
the tariff were filed on seven days* no¬ 
tice. it would be in violation of Section 
203(b) and thus unlawful. It states that 
we should require the tariff to be filed on 
thirty days’ notice. 

3.0ur purpose in requiring this private 
line tariff filing effective on not less than 
seven days’ notice was to retain the Hi- 
Lo offering in effect for the least pos¬ 
sible time. Since we were unable from 
the record of the case to prescribe rates, 
and since we found that the public in¬ 
terest would not be served by curtailing 
private line services for even a limited 
period of time, we applied as short as 
possible a time frame for the filing and 
effective date of the new AT&T tariff. 
Accordingly, we believe that there would 
be no violation of Section 203(b), since 
W 3 had good cause for the short notice. 

4. On the other hand, we agree with 
the Committee that more than seven 
days is required for AT&T’s customers 
to adjust their systems to structural 
changes made in the filing. Further, we 
believe it appropriate to permit a longer 
period than seven days for interested 
persons and the Commission staff to ex¬ 
amine the filing and for us to take any 
required action. It is our opinion that a 
thirty day notice period will suffice for 
this purpose, as the Committee requests. 
Since the unlawful Hi-Lo tariff cannot 
remain in effect after the effective date 
of our January 22 Decision, we shall de¬ 
fer that date to permit a thirty day no¬ 
tice period. 

5. Accordingly, it is ordered. That the 
Petition for Partial Reconsideration filed 
by the Ad Hoc Telecommunications 
Committee is granted. 

6. It is further ordered, pursuant to 
Section 408 of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, 47 U.S.C. 408, That 
paragraph 34 of our Decision in this 
proceeding, FCC 76-30, is modified, and 
that Decision shall become effective 113 
days after it was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. 

7. It is further ordered. That the tariff 
schedules specified in paragraph 35 of 
that Decision shall be filed upon not less 
than thirty days’ notice, and that para¬ 
graph is modified to so provide/ 

Adopted: March 30,1976. 

Released: April 13,1976. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.76-11342 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am] 


•Pursuant to Section 1.773 of the Rules, 
any petitions to suspend must be filed no 
later than 14 days before the effective date 
of the tariff. 
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I Report No. 1-2181 

RCA GLOBAL COMMUNICATIONS ET AL 

International j;.d Satellite Radio 
Applications Accepted for Filing 

April 5, 1976. 

The applications listed herein have 
been found, upon initial review, to be 
acceptable for filing. The Commission 
reserves the right to return any of these 
applications if. upon further examina¬ 
tion, it is determined they are defective 
and not in conformance with the Com¬ 
mission’s Rules and Regulations or its 
policies. Final action will not be taken on 
any of these applications earlier than 31 
days following the date of this notice. 
Section 309<d> (1). 

Federal Communicatjcns 
Commission. 

I seal I Vincent J. Mullins. 

Secretary. 

Satellite Communications Services: 

257- DSE-P/L-76 RCA Global Communica¬ 
tions. inc. (As Trustee), Edwards Air Force 
Base. California. For authority to con¬ 
struct, operate and establish channels of 
communication by means of a communica¬ 
tions satellite earth station at this loca¬ 
tion for operation with a domestic com¬ 
munication satellite system. Lat. 34*57'- 
31“ Long. 117 54'45". Transc. freq: 
(DATA) 6167-6203 MHz. and (VIDEO) 
6047-6076 MHz. Emission (DATA) 150F9Y 
and (VIDEO) 29000F5. Using a 10 meter 
antenna. 

258- DSE-P-76 RVS Cable vision Corpora¬ 
tion, Brookfield, Wisconsin. For authority 
to construct, own and operate a domestic 
communications satellite Recelve-Only 
earth station at this location. Lat. 
43°01'58" Long. 88°09'06". Rec. freq: 
3700-4200 GHz. Using a 10 meter antenna. 

259- DSE-P/L-78 Hughes Aircraft Company. 
Torrance, California. For authority to con¬ 
struct, own and operate a domestic Devel¬ 
opmental communications Satellite Re¬ 
ceive-Only earth station at this location. 
Lat. 33 c 48'15" Long. 118*20*33". Rec. freq: 
3700-4200 GHz. Using a 10 meter antenna. 

260- DSE- P/L-76 Cox Cable Communica¬ 
tions, Inc., Lamont, California. For author¬ 
ity to construct, own and operate a domes¬ 
tic Communications satellite Receive-Only 
earth station at this location. Lat. 35° 
15*59" Long. 118 54 04 ". Rec. freq: 3700- 
4200 MHz. Emission 36000F9. Using a 10 
meter antenna. 

261- DSE-P/L-76 RCA Alaska Communica¬ 
tions. Inc., Stevens Vilfage, Alaska. For au¬ 
thority to construct a communications 
satellite earth station at this location for 
operation with a domestic communications 
satellite system. Lat. OS^OO^S" Long. 149° 
06*38". Rec. freq: 3700-4200 MHz and 
Transmit freq: 5925-6425 MHz. Emission 
25.7F9. Using a 4.5 meter antenna. 

262- DSE-P/L-76 RCA Alaska Communica¬ 
tions, Inc., Vcnetle, Alaska. For authority 
to construct a communications satellite 
earth station at this location for operation 
with a domestic communications satellite 
system. Lat. 67*00'59" Long. 146*25*19". 
Rec. Freq: 3700-4200 MHz. Transmit freq: 
2925-6425 MHz. Emission 25.7F9. Using a 
4.5 meter antenna. 

263- DSE-P/L-76 RCA Alaska Communica¬ 
tions. Inc. Eagle, Alaska. For authority to 
construct a communications satellite earth 
station at this location for operation with 
a domestic communications satellite sys¬ 
tem. Lat. 64*47*11" Long. 141‘12*22". Rec. 
freq: 3700-4200 MHz. Transmit freq: 5926- 
6425 MHz. Emission 25.7F9. Using a 4.6 
meter antenna. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 77—TUESDAY, APRIL 20, 1976 







16611 


NOTICES 


264- DSE P/L-76 RCA Alaska Communica¬ 
tions. Inc.. Koyukuk. Alaska. For authority 
to construct a communications satellite 
earth station at this location for operation 
with a domestic communications satellite 
system. Lat. 64 , '52'51" Long. 157 0 41'57'\ 
Rec. freq: 3700-4200 MHz. Transmit freq: 
5925-6426 MHz. Emission 25.7F9. Using a 
4.5 meter antenna. 

265- DSE-P/L-76 RCA Alaska Communica¬ 
tions. Inc., Huslia. Alaska. For authority 
to construct a communications satellite 
earth station at this location for operation 
with a domestic communications satellite 
system. Lat. 65°41'57'* Long. 156°23'46". 
Rec. freq: 3700-4200 MHz. Transmit freq: 
5925-6425 MHz. Emission 25.7F9. Using a 
4.5 meter antenna. 

266- DSE-P/L-78 RCA Alaska Communica¬ 
tions. Inc.. Ruby, Alaska. For authority to 
construct a communications satellite earth 
station at this location for operation with 
a domestic communications satellite sys¬ 
tem. Lat. 64 1 44'23". Long. 155°29'09". 
Emissioin 25.7F9. Using a 4.5 meter an¬ 
tenna. 

267- RSE-P/L-76 RCA Alaska Communica¬ 
tions, Inc., Hughes. Alaska. For authority 
to construct a communications satellite 
earth station at this location for operation 
with a domestic communications satellite 
system. Lat. 66°02'44". Long. 154°15'22". 
Emission 25.7F9. Using a 4.5 meter an¬ 
tenna. 

268- DSE MP-76 Teleprompter Corporation 
(KB55), As bury. Iowa. Mod of construc¬ 
tion permit (73-DSE-P-76) to change sta¬ 
tion location from Debuque, Iowa to AS- 
BURY, IOWA. Change coordinates to: Lat. 
42° 30'47'* Long. 90°44'45". No other 
changes made. 

270-DSE-P-76 Clearvlew TV Cable of 
Enumclaw, Auburn. Washington. For au¬ 
thority to construct, own and operate a 
domestic communications Receive—Only 
earth station at this location. Lat. 47° 18' 
30" Long. 122° 14'00". Rec. freq: 3700- 
4200 MHz. Emission 34000F9. Using a 10 
meter antenna. 

243-CSG-P/L-76 ITT Space Communica¬ 
tions. Inc., Ramsey. New Jersey. For au- 

r thority to operate a Developmental Re¬ 
ceive—Only earth station at this location. 
Lat. 41.076° Long. 74.142°. 36000F9. Using 
a 15 foot antenna. Informant: Pursuant to 
Section 25.203. the applicant has requested 
a waiver of the frequency coordination re¬ 
quirements and all rights to protection 
from interference from the other radio 
stations with respect to the referenced 
earth station. 

CORRECTIONS 

181-DSE-P/L-76. Report No. 1-210 Tele¬ 
printer Corporation, Huntsville, Alabama. 
Coordinates should have been: Lat. 34 e 42' 
07" Long. 86°31'02". 

25 l-DSE-P/L-76. Report No. 1-215 RCA 
Global Communications, Inc., Camp 
Roberts. California. Transmit frequency 
should have been: 6185 MHz. 

172-DSE-P-76. Report No. 1-206 River City 
Cable TV, Inc., Louisville, Kentucky. Co¬ 
ordinates should have been: Lat. 38°24' 
27" Long. 85°50'34". 

|FR Doc.76-11343 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am| 


GREAT LAKES PUBLIC COAST 
STATIONS MORATORIUM 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 

April 14,1976. • 

In the matter of request for waiver of 
certain rules in Parts 81 and 83 to allow 
Lorain Electronics, Inc., to establish a 


prototype automated/manual VHP pub¬ 
lic correspondence system on the Great 
Lakes. 

1. By Memorandum Opinion and Or¬ 
ders released January 5, 1974, (FCC 74- 
29). February 14, 1975, (FCC 75-160) 
and December 24, 1975, (59135), the 
Commission waived certain of its Parts 
81 and 83 rules and authorized Lorain 
Elecronics Corporation to operate a pro¬ 
totype-developmental VH^ 

public correspondence radio communi¬ 
cation system to serve vessels on the 
Great Lakes. The temporary operation 
of the system on this basis was to assist 
the Commission in determining what 
action to take on two petitions for rule 
making by Lorain <RM 2472 and RM 
2476) that would permit the regular op¬ 
eration of such a system. The proposed 
Lorain system should provide complete 
VHF radio coverage of the Great Lakes 
through a system of unmanned coast 
stations automated and controlled from 
a central manned control center. The 
system is intended to replace the exist¬ 
ing MF/HF operations on the Great 
Lakes. In addition, the system will pro¬ 
vide the following new services: (1) 
Direct dial capability, both ship- and 
land-originated; (2) Facsimile; and (3> 
Teleprinter. 

2. At the same time the Commission 
authorized the operation of the Lorain 
prototype system, it placed a moratorium 
on applications for new facilities of this 
class on the Great Lakes in order to 
permit the operation and evaluation of 
the Lorain system. Lorain has now pro¬ 
vided the Commission with a detailed 
report stating that the operation of its 
prototype system has been successful 
and that the operation of the system on 
a regular basis is feasible. In addition, it 
has indicated where it desires to operate 
coast stations in a regular system and 
the kinds of services it intends to pro¬ 
vide. and the frequencies on which it 
should operate. The new services pro¬ 
posed by Lorain would be mostly used by 
larger commercial vessels or tugs and 
would be supplemental and not in lieu 
of public correspondence voice com¬ 
munication services now provided by 
existing stations. In view of this in¬ 
formation. we believe the moratorium 
on applications for new facilities of this 
class can be lifted to the extent that 
such applications do not conflict with 
the Lorain proposal, and we conclude 
the public interest requires that the 
moratorium be so lifted so that neces¬ 
sary and additional public correspond¬ 
ence facilities can be provided elsewhere 
on the Great Lakes. We also consider 
this and other information furnished by 
Lorain to be sufficient to permit a deci¬ 
sion on whether a Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making should be released to pro¬ 
vide for the operation of the system on a 
regular basis. 

3. In a regular lakeswide VHF system, 
if permitted by rule changes. Lorain in¬ 
tends, essentially, to operate with F2 
(telegraphy), F3 (telephony) and F4 
(facsimile) transmissions on public 


correspondence chanels 84, 86 and 87 
(161.825 MHz, 161.925 MHz and 161.975 
MHz respectively) from stations at the 


following locations: 

Duluth. Minn. 
Ontonagan. Mich 
Cooper Harbor. MI~h. 
Grand Marais, Mich. 
Pickford. Mich. 
Sturgeon Bay. Wis. 
Port Washington. Ill. 
Benton Harbor, Mich. 


Alpena, Mich. 
Harbor Beach, Mi h. 
Algonac. Mich. 
Oregon, Ohio 
Cleveland, Ohio 
Westfield. N.Y. 
Olcott, N.Y. 

Oswego, N.Y. 


4. In its proposed regular system, 
Lorain intends to operate with chan¬ 
nel 86 assigned to all above stations for 
use primarily as a common channel for 
fa^similie and other nonvoice signals 
with either channel 84 or 87 also as- 
rigned to each station. Upon com¬ 
mencement of operations Lorain would 
discontinue operating its existing sta¬ 
tions on other VHF public correspond¬ 
ence channels. 

5 Accordingly, pursuant to authority 
contained in Sections 4(i) and 303(g) of 
the Communications Act of 1934. as 
amended, and Sections 0.131 and 0.331 of 
the Commission’s Rules, the moratorium 
on applications for new VHF public cor¬ 
respondence facilities on the Great Lakes 
is hereby terminated to the extent that 
such applications do not conflict with the 
Lorain proposed system as described 
herein. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seat] Charles A. Higginbotham, 

Chief, Safety and Special 
Radio Services Bureau. 

|FR Doc.76-11341 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 ami 


FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD 

(No. AC-101 

PRUDENTIAL FEDERAL SAVINGS AND 

LOAN ASSOCIATION, SALT LAKE CITY, 

UTAH 

Approval of Amendment to Conversion 
Application 

Notice is hereby given that on April 14. 
1976, the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board, as the operating head of the Fed¬ 
eral Savings and Loan Insurance Cor¬ 
poration. by Resolution No. 76-273, ap¬ 
proved an amendment to the application 
of Prudential Federal Savings and Loan 
Association, Salt Lake City, Utah, for 
permission to convert to the stock form 
of organization. The application had been 
approved by the Federal Home Loan 
Bank Board by Resolution No. 75-1164. 
dated December 19. 1975, and revised by 
Resolution No. 76-7, dated January 7. 
1976. Copies of the application are avail¬ 
able at the Office of the Secretary of said 
Corporation, 320 First Street NW.. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20552 and at the Office of 
the Supervisory Agent of said Corpora¬ 
tion at the Federal Home Loan Bank of 
Seattle, 600 Stewart Street, Seattle. 
Washington 98101. 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 

I seal I J. J. Finn, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.76 11371 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am | 
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FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

MADISON INTERSEAS INC. AND 
EVANS PRODUCTS CO. 

Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the fol¬ 
lowing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section J5 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended <39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street, N.W., 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana. San 
Francisco, California, and Old San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments, including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20573, on or before April 30, 1976. 
Any person desiring a hearing on the 
proposed agreement shall provide a clear 
and concise statement of the matters 
upon which they desire to adduce evi¬ 
dence. An allegation of discrimination or 
unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or unfairness with particularity. If a vio¬ 
lation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States is alleged, 
the statement shall set forth with par¬ 
ticularity the acts and circumstances said 
to constitute such violation or detriment 
to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of Agreement of Purchase and 
Sale of Stock and Assignment of Ter¬ 
minal Lease Filed by: 

Mr. Carl C. Davis. Alvord and Alvord, 200 

World Center Building, 918 Sixteenth 

Street. N.W., Washington. D.C. 20006. 

Agreement No. T-l985-5 between 
Madison Interseas (San Francisco), Inc., 

< Madison) and Evans Products Com¬ 
pany (Evans) is an Agreement of Pur¬ 
chase and Sale of Stock and an Assign¬ 
ment, w T ith Guaranty, of Marine Ter¬ 
minal Lease No. FMC T-1985, as 
amended. Agreement No. T-1985, as 
amended, is a marine terminal lease 
agreement between the City of Long 
Beach and Evans. Under the terms and 
conditions of the Assignment Agreement, 
Evans assigns to EITC Shipping Com¬ 
pany (EITC) all of its rights, powers, 
duties and obligations under Agreement 
No. T-1985. as amended. EITC is a 
wholly owned subsidiary of Evans. Under 
the terms and conditions of the Purchase 
and Sale Agreement Evans will transfer 
all of the outstanding shares of EITC 
stock to Madison. Prior to the closing 
date of the Purchase and Sale Agree¬ 
ment, Evans will have executed the As¬ 
signment, with Guaranty, assigning Ma¬ 
rine Terminal Lease No. FMC T-1985. as 
amended to EITC. 


By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: April 15,1976. 

Francis C. Hurney, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.76-11372 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am) 


PORT OF SEATTLE AND BRITISH 
COLUMBIA STEAMSHIP CO. LTD. 

Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval prusuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733. 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street, N.W.. 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San 
Francisco, California, and Old San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments, including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission. Washington, 
D.C. 20573, within 10 days after publi¬ 
cation of this notice in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. Any person desiring a hearing on 
the proposed agreement shall provide a 
clear and concise statement of the mat¬ 
ters upon which they desire to adduce 
evidence. An allegation of discrimination 
or unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or unfairness with particularity. If a 
violation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States is alleged, 
the statement shall set forth with par¬ 
ticularity the acts and circumstances 
said to constitute such violation or detri¬ 
ment to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of Agreement Filed by: 

H. H. Wittren, Manager. Waterfront Real Es¬ 
tate, Port of Seattle. P.O. Box 1209, Seattle, 

Washington 98111. 

Agreement No. T-3110-1, between Port 
of Seattle (Port) and British Columbia 
Steamship Company (1975) Ltd., amends 
the basic agreement which provides for 
the lease by Port of Pier 64 to be used for 
passenger and steamship terminal busi¬ 
ness and related activities. The purpose 
of the amendment is to: (1) increase the 
monthly rental to $6,875.00; and (2) ex¬ 
tend the terms of the agreement through 
April 30, 1977. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: April 15,1976. 

Francis C. Hurney, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76-11373 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am] 


UNITED STATES GULF/JAPAN COTTON 
POOL 

Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act. 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763. 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street, N.W.. 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans. Louisiana, San 
Francisco. California and Old San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments, including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary. Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington. 
D.C. 20573, on or before May 10, 1976. 
Any person desiring a hearing on the 
proposed agreement shall provide a clear 
and concise statement of the matters 
upon which they desire to adduce evi¬ 
dence. An allegation of discrimination or 
unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or unfairness with particularity. If a vio¬ 
lation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States is alleged, 
the statement shall set forth with partic¬ 
ularity the acts and circumstances said to 
constitute such violation or detriment to 
commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) and 
the statement should indicate that this 
has been done. 

Notice of Agreement Filed By: 

Elkan Turk, Jr.. Esq., Burlinghair Under¬ 
wood & Lord, 25 Broadway, New York, New 

York 10004. 

Agreement No. 8682-16, entered into 
by the American Companies and the 
Japanese Companies comprising the 
membership of the United States Gulf/ 
Japan Cotton Pool, modifies Article 12 
to effect certain changes in the total 
and allocated number of minimum sail¬ 
ings to be maintained by the parties and 
Article 4 to revise the percentage partici¬ 
pations of the parties to conform to their 
current understandings, and adds a new 
Article 23 reading as follows: 

“As of the date of Agreement No. 8682-16. 
Yamashlta-Shinnlhon Steamship Co.. Ltd. 
(••Y-S") is not serving the Pool trade and 
does not Intend to serve said trade In the 
immediate future, but desires to remain a 
party to the Pooling Agreement. Accordingly 
it Is agreed that Y-S shall remain such 
party, without any right to vote on any ques¬ 
tion to be determined by the parties: pro¬ 
vided, however, that the Pooling Agreement 
may not be amended without the consent 
of Y-S. Y-S undertakes to give to the Chair¬ 
man not less than 90 days’ notice of Inten¬ 
tion to resume service in the Pool trade. In 
order that the parties may have time to agree 
on revision of the allocations among the 
Japanese Companies of minimum sailings and 
percentage participations attendant upon 
such resumption. Until It shall have been 
allocated a percentage participation, Y-S 
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shall pay one-sixth (1/6) of Pool expenses, 
and the balance of such expenses after de¬ 
duction of the amount payable by Y-S shall 
be borne by the parties other than Y-S in 
proportion to their respective percentage 
participations set forth in Article 4 of the 
Pooling Agreement." 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: April 14. 1976. 

Francis C. Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-11374 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 ami 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

FIRST NATIONAL CORP. 

Acquisition of Bank 

First National Corporation. Appleton. 
Wisconsin, has applied for the Board's 
approval under § 3(a)(3) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. § 1842 
(a)(3) to acquire 90 percent or more of 
the voting shares of The Farmers State 
Bank, Larsen, Wisconsin. The factors 
that are considered in acting on the ap¬ 
plication are set forth in § 3(c) of the 
Act (12 U.S.C. § 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Chi¬ 
cago. Any person wishing to comment 
on the application should submit views 
in writing to the Secretary, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve Sys¬ 
tem, Washington, D.C. 20551, to be re¬ 
ceived not later than May 13, 1976. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System. April 14,1976. 

[seal] Griffith L. Garwood, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

|FR Doc.76-11283 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am| 


SECURITY PACIFIC CORP. 

Proposed Acquisition of The Bankers 
Investment Company 

Security Pacific Corporation, Los An¬ 
geles. California (“Applicant”), has ap¬ 
plied. pursuant to § 4(c) (8) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. § 1843 
(c) (8)) and § 225.4(b) (2) of the Board’s 
Regulation Y, for permission to acquire 
voting shares of The Bankers Investment 
Company, Hutchinson, Kansas (‘‘Com¬ 
pany”!. and thereby to acquire control 
of fifty wholly-owned subsidiaries of 
Company. 

Forty-five of Company’s subsidiaries 
operate in the states of Colorado, Idaho, 
Kansas, Missouri, New Mexico, Okla¬ 
homa. Texas, Utah, and Wyoming 
through offices known as “BIC Loans of 
(location of subsidiary), Inc.” Applicant 
states that upon consummation of the 
proposed transaction these subsidiaries 
of Company would engage in the activi¬ 
ties of (1) making or acquiring for their 
own account or for the account of others 
loans and other extensions of credit, in¬ 
cluding secured and unsecured consumer, 
commercial and agricultural loans, in¬ 
stallment sales contracts and other 
forms of receivables, and such other 


types of loans and credit extensions as 
are customarily made or acquired by a 
finance company, either through direct 
contact or by mail and (2) acting as 
agent for the sale of credit life and 
credit accident and health insurance 
which is related to the making or acquir¬ 
ing of such loans and extensions of 
credit. 

Two of the subsidiaries of Company, 
Central Plains Insurance Company, Inc., 
and Central Plains Life Insurance Com¬ 
pany. Inc., are located in Kansas. Appli¬ 
cant states that upon consummation of 
the proposed transaction these subsidiar¬ 
ies of Company would engage in the ac¬ 
tivity of acting as underwriter or rein¬ 
surer for credit life and credit accident 
and health insurance which is directly 
related to extensions of credit by Com¬ 
pany and by Applicant’s other credit¬ 
granting subsidiaries. 

Applicant states that two of the re¬ 
maining subsidiaries of Company. Sten- 
son and Burke, Inc., which is located in 
Kansas, and Sandia Appraisal Company. 
Inc., which is located in New Mexico, 
would engage in the provision of services 
to Company and Applicant which are in¬ 
cidental to the activities of Company and 
Applicant. The one remaining subsidiary 
of Company is a non-operating company 
located in Louisiana. 

Notices of the application and pro¬ 
posed activities have been published in 
newspapers of general circulation in the 
principal communities served by Com¬ 
pany. 

Company is presently engaged in cer¬ 
tain activities which have not previously 
been determined to be permissible activi¬ 
ties for bank holding companies. Appli¬ 
cant is not seeking approval to engage in 
these impermissible activities. With the 
exception of these impermisible activi¬ 
ties. the proposed activities in which 
Company would be engaged have been 
specified by the Board in § 225.4(a) of 
Regulation Y as permissible for bank 
holding companies, subject to Board ap¬ 
proval of individual proposals in accord¬ 
ance with the procedures of § 225.4(b). 

Interested persons may express their 
views on the question whether consum¬ 
mation of the proposal can ‘‘reasonably 
be expected to produce benefits to the 
public, such as greater convenience, in¬ 
creased competition, or gains in effi¬ 
ciency. that outweigh possible adverse 
effects, such as undue concentration of 
resources, decreased or unfair competi¬ 
tion, conflicts of interests, or unsound 
banking practices.” Any request for a 
hearing on this question should be ac¬ 
companied by a statement summarizing 
the evidence the person requesting the 
hearing proposes to submit or to elicit at 
the hearing and a statement of the rea¬ 
sons why this matter should not be re¬ 
solved without a hearing. 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of San 
Francisco. 

Any views or requests for hearing 
should be submitted in writing and re¬ 
ceived by the Secretary, Board of Gover¬ 
nors of the Federal Reserve System, 


Washington, D.C. 20551, not later than 
May 11, 1976. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, April 12,1976. 

[seal! Theodore E. Allison, 
Secretary of the Board. 

|FR Doc.76-11284 Filed 4-19-76.8:45 am] 

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION 

Regulatory Reports Review, Receipt of 
Report Proposal 

The following request for clearance of 
a report intended for use in collecting in¬ 
formation from the public was accented 
by the Regulatory Reports Review Staff. 
GAO. on April 14, 1976 See 44 U.S.C 3512 
(c) and (d). The purpose of publishing 
this notice in the Federal Register is to 
inform the public of such receipt. 

The notice includes the title of the re¬ 
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of In¬ 
formation: the agency form number, if 
applicable; and the frequency with which 
the information is proposed to be col¬ 
lected. 

Written comments on the proposed 
EEOC forms are invited from all inter¬ 
ested persons, organizationis, public in¬ 
terest groups, and affected businesses 
Because of the limited amount of time 
GAO has to review the submission, com¬ 
ments (in triplicate) must be received 
on or before May 10. 1976, and should be 
addressed to Mr. Carl F. Bogar, Assistant 
Director. Office of Special Programs. 
United States General Accounting Office. 
Room 5216. 425 I Street. N.W.. Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20548. 

Further information may be obtained 
from Patsy J. Stuart of the Regulatory 
Reports Review Staff, 202-376-5425. 

Equal Employment Opportunity 
Commission 

EEOC requests an extension no 
change clearance of EEO-5 a statistical 
survey report covering reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements of Elemen¬ 
tary-Secondary Staff Information (Sys¬ 
tem), Form 168A. and Elementary-Sec¬ 
ondary Staff Information (School), 
Form 168B. This report Is required to be 
filed annually by all public elementary 
and secondary school systems and dis¬ 
tricts with 100 or more employees as re¬ 
quested by the Commission. EEOC esti¬ 
mates the reporting burden to average 
5 hours per response but burden may 
vary depending on the number of em¬ 
ployees from one hour for smaller school 
districts to as much as 10 hours for 
larger districts. 

Norman F. Heyi„ 

Regulatory Reports Review Officer. 

[FR Doc.76 -11335 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am| 


FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION 
Regulatory Reports Review, Receipt and 
Approval of a Proposed Report 

The followinrg requests for clearance 
of proposed reports intended for use in 
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collecting information from the public 
were received by the Regulatory Reports 
Review Staff, GAO. on April 7, 1976. See 
U.S.C. 3512 (c) and (d). The purpose of 
publishing this notice in the Federal 
Register is to inform the public of such 
receipt and the action taken by GAO. 

Federal Energy Administration 

Request for clearance on an emer¬ 
gency basis for the form entitled Do¬ 
mestic Crude Oil Entitlements Program, 
Refiners Monthly Report, FEA P-102- 
M-l and Importers Monthly Report, 
FEA-P-126-M-0. These forms provide 
the basis for gathering of data for im¬ 
plementation of the regulations of allo¬ 
cation of old oil in 10 CFR 211.67. The 
P-102-M-1 is a revision of the P-102- 
M-0 and is to be filed by 434 oil refiners 
The estimated burden of the revised 
form, according to FEA, is 8 hours per 
monthly report. The P-126-M-0 is a 
new form and is to be filed by 50 resid¬ 
ual fuel oil importers on the east 
coast. The estimated burden of the new 
form, according to FEA, is 2 hours per 
monthly response. 

According to documentation supplied 
by FEA. emergency clearance of the 2 
forms was requested because entitle¬ 
ments, revenues or costs must be ap¬ 
plied in determining product prices in 
the market for the subsequent month. 
Therefore, if data cannot be gathered 
immediately to complete issuance of an 
entitlements notice by the end of April, 
product prices in May will be severely 
distorted. Continuance of the Entitle¬ 
ments Program in its previous proce¬ 
dures would not prevent major distor¬ 
tion in the market because of the fol¬ 
lowing factors: 

< 1) Simultaneously with enactment of 
the EPCA, the President removed the 
$2 per barrel supplemental fee on im¬ 
ports of crude oil. This generated se¬ 
vere disparity in the East Coast residual 
fuel market. Domestic refiners of mar¬ 
keting residual fuel oU possessed an ad¬ 
vantage of approximately $3 per barrel 
over the independent marketers of the 
imported residual fuel oil. Failure to im¬ 
plement the revised entitlements pro¬ 
gram will prolong this intolerable situ¬ 
ation with a 7 cent per gallon difference 
in basic cost. 

*2) As required by the EPCA, regula¬ 
tions have been issued requiring the roll¬ 
back of upper tier crude oil prices be¬ 
ginning February 1. 1976. Failure to re¬ 
flect the existence of price controls to 
this oil will generate pricing distortions. 

( 3) In addition, the issuance of new 
regulations makes the continuation of 
the previous program impossible. Failure 
to have any entitlements program will 
generate extreme market and price dis¬ 
locations in a period in which we are 
seeking to achieve decontrol of petro¬ 
leum products and a return to open 
competition. 

Because of the adverse consequences 
on the domestic petroleum market that 
would result from failure to implement 
the new entitlements regulations by the 
end of April, GAO granted a limited 


emergency clearance of the 2 forms on 
April 9, 1976. TheP-102-M-l was cleared 
under number B-181254 (R0108) and 
the P-126-M-0 was cleared under num¬ 
ber B-181254( R0365). Both clearances 
expire on June 30. 1976. FEA must ob¬ 
tain reclearance of these 2 forms during 
June 1976 if continued use of the forms 
is desired. 

In anticipation of FEA’s request to 
reclear these forms, we have decided to 
invite public comment on both forms at 
the present time. Written comments on 
the FEA forms are invited from all in¬ 
terested persons, organizations, public 
interest groups, and affected businesses. 
Comments received on or before May 21, 
1976, will be given consideration before 
GAO makes a determination on the re- 
clearance of the P—102—M-l and the P- 
126-M-O. Comments (in triplicate) 
should be addressed to Mr. Carl F. Bo- 
gar, Assistant, Director, Office of Spe¬ 
cial Programs. United States General 
Accounting Office. Room 5216, 425 I 
Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 20548. 

Further information may be obtained 
from the Regulatory Reports Review Of¬ 
ficer, 202-376-5425. 

Norman F. Heyl, 
Regulatory Reports Review Officer. 

|PR Doc.76-11336 Piled 4-19-76:8:45 am] 


INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

1337—TA-24 \ 

CERTAIN EXERCISING DEVICES 
Notice of Investigation 

A complaint was filed with the United 
States International Trade Commission 
on February 3, 1976, and an amendment 
thereto was filed with the Commission 
on March 25, 1976, on behalf of Rainbow 
Lifegard Products. Inc., 3242 Meeker 
Avenue, El Monte, California 91731 (com¬ 
plainant) , alleging that the importation 
and sale in the United States of certain 
exercising devices constitute unfair 
methods of competition and unfair acts 
within the meaning of section 337 of the 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 
1337), by reason of such articles being 
covered by certain claims of U.S. Patent 
No. 3,743,280. Complainant further al¬ 
leges that the effect or tendency of the 
unfair methods of competition and un¬ 
fair acts is to destroy or substantially 
injure an industry, efficiently and eco¬ 
nomically operated, in the United States. 
Complainant requests that the imports 
in question be temporarily and perma¬ 
nently excluded from entry into the 
United States. 

Having considered the above com¬ 
plaint, as amended, the United States 
International Trade Commission on 
April 13, 1976, Ordered: 

1. That pursuant to subsection <b) of 
section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 1337), an investiga¬ 
tion be instituted to determine whether 
there is a violation of this section: that 
is— 


(a) whether there are unfair methods 
of competition and unfair acts in the 
importation of certain exercising devices 
into the United States, or, in their sale, 
by reason of such articles being made in 
accordance with the claims of U.S. 
Patent No. 3,743,280, and 

(b) whether the effect or tendency of 
such unfair methods or acts is to destroy 
or substantially injure an industry, effi¬ 
ciently and economically operated, in 
the United States. 

2. That for the purpose of the investi¬ 
gation so instituted, 

Stephen J. Lue. 2251 Vi West Ball Road, Ana- 
helm. California 92804. 

Amico Import Co.. 36-33 *T” Street, Philadel¬ 
phia. Pennsylvania 19134. 

Charles Shulman, 144 Moody Street, Wal¬ 
tham, Massachusetts 02154. 

Neptune Chemical Corporation of America. 
Neptune Patents, Inc., Neptune Building 
E, 7 Maple Street. Haverstraw, New York 
10927. 

are alleged or believed to be the owner, 
importer, consignee, or agent of either, 
selling the subject products in the United 
States, and are hereby named as re¬ 
spondents upon whom the complaint is 
to be served. 

3. That for purposes of this investiga¬ 
tion, Myron R. Renick. United States In¬ 
ternational Trade Commission, 701 E 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20436, is 
herebv appointed as Presiding Officer. 

4. That for purposes of this investiga¬ 
tion, Charles F. Schill, United States In¬ 
ternational Trade Commission, 701 E 
Street NW., Washington. D.C. 20436, is 
hereby named as Commission investiga¬ 
tive attorney. 

Responses to the complaint and the 
notice of investigation will be considered 
by the Commission If received not later 
than 30 days from the date of service of 
the complaint. A signed original and 
nineteen (19) true copies of each re¬ 
sponse or submission should be filed with 
the Secretary, United States Interna¬ 
tional Trade Commission. 701 E Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20436, and service 
of such response or submission shall be 
made upon each of the parties to the 
investigation, including the Commission 
investigative attorney. 

Extensions of time for submitting a re¬ 
sponse or submission will not be granted 
unless good and sufficient cause is shown 
therefor. 

Failure of a respondent to file a re¬ 
sponse within the time provided to each 
of the allegations which are the subject 
of this investigation as set forth in this 
notice, taking into consideration the ap¬ 
plicable detail of the allegations in the 
complaint, may be deemed to constitute 
a waiver of its rights to appear and con¬ 
test such allegations and shall authorize 
the Commission, without further notice 
to the respondent, to find the facts to be 
as alleged and to enter an order contain¬ 
ing such findings. 

The complaint is available for inspec¬ 
tion by interested persons at the Office of 
the Secretary, located in the United 
States International Trade Commission 
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Building, Washington, D.C., and in the 
New York City Office of the Commission, 
located at 6 World Trade Center. 

By order of the Commission. 

Issued: April 14, 1976. 

[seal! Kenneth H. Mason, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.76-11262 Filed 4-19 76; 8:45 amj 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE ADMINISTRATION 

| Notice 76-311 

PRIVACY ACT 
Systems of Records 

On February 25, 1976, the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration 
(“NASA”). in accordance with the Pri¬ 
vacy Act of 1974 (5 U.S.C. 552a, Pub. L. 
93-579 >. published on page 8235 in the 
Federal Register proposed changes in 
the “routine uses of records * • *” un¬ 
der the NASA 1 OP AYS systems of rec¬ 
ords. Interested persons were given until 
March 12. 1976 to submit comments. No 
such comments were received. 

Accordingly, the proposed changes to 
this system of records, NASA 10PAYS. 
are adopted without change effective 
March 12. 1976. 

Duward L. Crow. 

Associate Deputy Adminisrator . 

|FR Doc.76 11324 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am) 


(Notice 76-3) 

APPLICATIONS STEERING COMMITTEE, 
AD HOC ADVISORY SUBCOMMITTEE 
FOR THE EVALUATION OF SOLAR CON 
STANT MEASUREMENT EXPERIMENT 
PROPOSAL 

Establishment of Advisory Subcommittee, 
Determination 

Pursuant to Section 9(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Public 
Law 92-463 >, and after consultation 
with the Office of Management and 
Budget, the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration has determined 
that the establishment of the Applica¬ 
tions Steering Committee, ad hoc Advi¬ 
sory Subcommittee for the Evaluation of 
Solar Constant Measurement Experi¬ 
ment Proposals is in the public interest 
and is required for the performance of 
duties imposed upon NASA by law. The 
Applications Steering Committee, under 
which the Subcommittee will operate, is 
a NASA-sponsored interagency commit¬ 
tee. composed wholly of government em¬ 
ployees. The Subcommittee will comprise 
membership from both the public and 
private sectors. 

The intent of this ad hoc Advisory 
Subcommittee is to obtain the advice 
of the scientific community in evaluating 
proposals and selecting instruments for 
the Solar Maximum Mission. 

William W. Snavely. 
Assistant Administrator for 
DOD and Interagency Affairs. 

April 13, 1976. 

(FR Doc.76-11332 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 amj 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(File No. 3-5002; Release No. 9246; 812-3940J 

ALEX. BROWN & SONS 
Filing of Application 

April 13, 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that Alex. 
Brown & Sons (the “Applicant*’) has 
filed an application pursuant to Section 
9(c> of the Investment Company Act of 
1940 (the “Act”) for an order exempting 
the Applicant from the provisions of 
Section 9<a> of the Act and, without 
prejudice to the Commission’s consid¬ 
eration of such application, has also ap¬ 
plied for a temporary order of exemp¬ 
tion from Section 9(a) pending the 
Commission’s determination of the ap¬ 
plication for permanent exemption. All 
interested persons are referred to the 
application on file with the Commission 
for a statement of the representations 
therein which are summarized below. 

The Applicant is a partnership regis¬ 
tered with the Commission as a broker- 
dealer and as an investment advisor. On 
April 13, 1976, in an action commenced 
against the Applicant by the Commission 
under Sections 21 <d> and (e> of the Se¬ 
curities Exchange Act of 1934 (the “Ex¬ 
change Act”), the United States District 
Court for the District of Maryland en¬ 
tered a Final Judgment (the “Consent 
Decree" > enjoining the Applicant and its 
partners, officers, agents, servant?, and 
employees from violations of Sections 9 
(a>(2>. 10(b), 13(d), and 16(a) of the 
Exchange Act and Rules 10b-5, 10b-6, 
13d-l, 13d~2, and 16a-l thereunder in 
connection with certain activities of the 
Applicant and one of its Registered Rep¬ 
resentatives in the common stock of 
AVX Corporation and its predecessors. 

Section 9(a> of the Act, as here perti¬ 
nent. makes it unlawful for any person, 
or any company with which such person 
is affiliated, to serve or act in the ca¬ 
pacity of employee, officer, director, 
member of advisory board, investment 
advisor or depositor of any registered in¬ 
vestment company or principal under¬ 
writer for any registered open-end com¬ 
pany, registered unit investment trust, 
or registered face-amount certificate 
company, if such person is, by reason of 
any misconduct, permanently or tem¬ 
porarily enjoined by order, judgment, or 
decree of any court of competent juris¬ 
diction from engaging in or continuing 
any conduct or practice in connection 
with the purchase or sale of any security. 

Section 9(c> provides that upon appli¬ 
cation the Commission by order shall 
grant an exemption from the provisions 
of Section 9(a), either unconditionally 
or on an appropriate temporary or other 
conditional basis, if it is established that 
the prohibitions of Section 9(a), as ap¬ 
plied to such person, are unduly or dis¬ 
proportionately severe or that the con¬ 
duct of such person has been such as not 
to make it against the public interest 
or protection of investors to grant such 
application. 

For the following reasons, the Appli¬ 
cant contends that the prohibitions of 
Section 9(a) of the Act. to the extent 


applicable by virtue of the entry of the 
Judgment, would be unduly and dispro¬ 
portionately severe as applied to it and 
its partners, officers, agents, servants, 
and employees, and that its conduct has 
been such as not to make it against the 
public interest of the protection of in¬ 
vestors for the Commission to grant a 
permanent exemption from the provi¬ 
sions of Section 9(a) of the Act: 

(i) the Consent Decree was entered 
with the consent of the Applicant for 
the purposes of that action only, without 
admitting or denying the material alle¬ 
gations of the complaint and without 
consenting to the adjudication of any 
wrongdoing or liability: 

(ii) at all times the Applicant acted 
in good faith and in the belief that its 
actions complied with all provisions of 
the federal securities laws; 

(iii) except for the action that re¬ 
sulted in the Consent Decree, the Appli¬ 
cant has never been the subject of an 
injunctive action initiated by the Com¬ 
mission and has never applied for an 
exemption from the provisions of Section 
9 a) of the Act; 

(iv> the Applicant has undertaken to 
institute improvements in its super¬ 
visory procedures in order to prevent a 
recurrence of the activities that lead to 
the violations alleged by the Commis¬ 
sion in the complaint and to ensure that 
its employees are fully aware of its writ¬ 
ten policies and procedures and of their 
responsibilities; and 

(v) the continued and uninterrupted 
investment advisory and underwriting 
services rendered by the Applicant are 
important to the various persons and 
business entities to whom such services 
pro rendered. 

The Commission has considered the 
matter '’nd finds that: 

(1) the conduct of the Applicant has 
been such as not to make it against the 
nublic interest or protection of investors 
to grant the application for a temporary 
exemption from Section 9(a) pending 
determination of the application for a 
permanent exemption, and 

(2) in order to maintain uninter¬ 
rupted investment advisory and under¬ 
writing services rendered by the Appli¬ 
cant. it is necessary and appropriate in 
the public interest and consistent with 
the protection of investors and the pur¬ 
poses fairly intended by the policy and 
provisions of the Act that the temporary 
order of exemption be issued forthwith 

Accordingly, it is ordered. Pursuant to 
Section 9(c) of the Act that the Appli¬ 
cant. its partners, officers, agents, ser¬ 
vants, and employees be and they are 
hereby temporarily exempted from the 
provisions of Section 9(a) of the Act 
pending determination by the Commis¬ 
sion of the Applicant’s application for an 
order exempting it from the provisions 
of Section 9(a). 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may not later than May 7, 
1976, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the Com¬ 
mission in waiting a request for a hear¬ 
ing on the matter accompanied by a 
statement as to the nature of his in¬ 
terest, the reason for such request, and 
the issues of fact or law proposed to be 
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located the the intersection of Highways 
100 and 1-494, to discuss such matters 
as may be presented by members, staff 
of the Small Business Administration, or 
others present. For further information, 
write or call Paul W. Jansen, U.S. Small 
Business Administration, Plymouth 
Building, 12 South Sixth Street, Min¬ 
neapolis, Minnesota 55402, (612) 725- 
2928. 

Dated: April 13. 1976. 

Mary Lou Grier, 
Deputy Advocate for 
Advisory Councils. 

|FR Doc.76-11315 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am} 


[Declaration of Disaster Loan Area No. 1228) 

NEBRASKA 

Declaration of Disaster Loan Area 

As a result of the President’s declara¬ 
tion, I find that Adams, Butler, Clay, Fill¬ 
more, Gage, Hall. Hamilton. Jefferson, 
Nuckolls, Platte, Polk, Saline, Seward, 
Thayer, Webster, and York Counties, and 
adjacent counties within the State of 
Nebraska, constitute a disaster area be¬ 
cause of damage resulting from ice 
storms and high winds beginning about 
March 30. 1976. Eligible persons, firms 
and organizations may file applications 
for loans for physical damage until the 
close of business on June 7, 1976, and for 
economic injury until the close of busi¬ 
ness on January 7, 1977. at: 

Small Business Administration, District Of¬ 
fice, 215 North 17th Street, Omaha. Ne¬ 
braska 68102. 

or other locally announced locations. 
Dated: April 13, 1976. 

Mitchell P. Kobelinski, 

Administrator. 

}FR Doc.76-11317 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am} 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Bureau of Labor Statistics 

BUSINESS RESEARCH ADVISORY COUN¬ 
CIL’S COMMITTEE ON OCCUPATIONAL 

SAFETY AND HEALTH STATISTICS 

Meeting 

The BRAC Committee on Occupational 
Safety and Health Statistics will meet at 
10 a.m.. May 13,1976, at the New Depart¬ 
ment of Labor Building, 200 Constitu¬ 
tion Avenue NW., Washington, D.C., 
Room S4215 A, B. and C. The agenda for 
the meeting is as follows: 

1. How BLS/OSHS data can be used 
in meeting OSHA’s standards problems. 

2. Status of statistical grant program: 
<a) Annual survey; (b) Supplementary 
Data System. 

3. Annual survey: (a) Collection form 
and reduced sample. 176 survey; (b) Sta¬ 
tus of 1975 survey; (c) Chartbook, bul¬ 
letin. and OSHA guides for evaluating 
incidence rates, 1974 survey. 

4. National Emphasis Program <NEP>. 
(a) BLS role. 

5. Quality assurance program. 

6. Supplementary items for annual 
survey (1977). 

7. Supplementary Data Systems (con¬ 
ceptual). * 

This meeting is open to the public. It 
is suggested that persons planning to 
attend this meeting as observers contact 
Kenneth G. Van Auken, Executive Sec¬ 
retary. Business Research Advisory 
Council on (Area Code 202) 523-1559. 

Signed at Wcshington, D.C., this 14th 
day of April 1976. 

Julius Shiskin, 

Commissioner of Labor Statistics. 

|FR Doc.76-11345 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 ami 


BUSINESS RESEARCH ADVISORY COUN¬ 
CIL’S COMMITTEE ON CONSUMER AND 
WHOLESALE PRICES 


controverted, or he may request that he 
be notified if the Commission shall order 
a hearing thereon. Any such communi¬ 
cation should be addressed: Secretary. 
Securities and Exchange Commission. 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request shall be served personally or by 
mail (ail* mail if the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing) upon the Applicant 
care of Andre W. Brewster, Esq., Piper 
& Marbury, 2000 First Maryland Build¬ 
ing, 25 S. Charles Street, Baltimore, 
Maryland 21201. Proof of such service 
(by affidavit or, in the case of an attor- 
ney-at-law, by certificate) shall be filed 
contemporaneously with the request. 

At any time after said date, as pro¬ 
vided in Rule 0-5 of the Rules and Reg¬ 
ulations promulgated under the Act, an 
order disposing of the Application herein 
may be issued by the Commission upon 
the basis of the information stated in 
said application, unless an order for 
hearing upon said application shall be 
issued upon request or upon the Com¬ 
mission’s own motion. Persons who re¬ 
quest a hearing or advice as to whether 
a hearing is ordered will receive notice of 
further developments in this matter, in¬ 
cluding the date of the hearing (if or¬ 
dered) and any postponements thereof. 

By the Commission. 

f seal] Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76-11263 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am] 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

(Declaration of Disaster Loan Area No. 1230| 

MICHIGAN 

Declaration of Disaster Area 

Ogemaw County and adjacent counties 
within the State of Michigan constitute a 
disaster area because of damage result¬ 
ing from a tornado on March 30. 1976. 
Eligible persons, firms and organizations 
may file applications for loans for physi¬ 
cal damage until the close of business on 
June 14, 1976 and for economic injury 
until the close of business on January 14, 
1977, at; 

Small Business Administration, District Of¬ 
fice. 1249 Washington Boulevard, Detroit, 

Michigan 48226. 

or other locally announced locations. 

Dated: April 13, 1976. 

Mitchell P. Kobelinski, 
Administrator. 

(FR Doc.76-11316 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am] 


MINNEAPOLIS DISTRICT ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Public Meeting 

The Small Business Administration 
Minneapolis District Advisory Council 
will hold a public meeting at 10:30 a.m., 
Thursday, May 6, 1976, in the Radisson 
South Hotel, Bloomington, Minnesota, 


(Declaration of Disaster Loan Area No. 12291 

VERMONT 

Declaration of Disaster Area 

Addison, Chittenden, Franklin, Grand 
Isle and adjacent counties within the 
State of Vermont constitute a disaster 
area because of damage resulting from 
flooding on April 2, 3, and 4, 1975. Eli¬ 
gible rersons, firms and organizations 
may file applications for loans for phys¬ 
ical damage until the close of business 
on June 14, 1976 and for economic injury 
until the close of business on January 
14, 1977 at: 

Small Business Administration, District Of¬ 
fice, 87 State Street. Montepeller, Vermont 
05602. 

or other locally announced locations. 
Dated: April 13. 1976. 

Mitchell P. Kobelinski, 
Administrator . 
IFR Doc.76-11318 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am) 


Meeting 

The BRAC Committee on Consumer 
and Wholesale Prices will meet at 9:30 
a.m., May 10, 1976, at the General Ac¬ 
counting Office Building, 441 G Street 
NW.. Room 2106, Washington, D.C. The 
agenda for the meeting is as follows: 

1. Programs that BLS plans to in¬ 
clude in its 1977 budget proposals. 

2. Review of the methodology under¬ 
lying the current family budgets pro¬ 
gram. 

3. Plans for publication of revised CPI 
in 1977 and BLS plans for publishing 
CEX-Diary data in 1976. 

4. Current status of CPI revision. 

This meeting is open to the public. It 

is suggested that persons planning to at¬ 
tend this meeting as observers contact 
Kenneth G. Van Auken, Executive Sec¬ 
retary, Business Research Advisory 
Council on (Area Code 202) 523-1559. 
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Signed at Washington. D.C., this 14th 
day of April 1976. 

Julius Shiskin, 

Commissioner of Labor Statistics. 

| PR Doc.76-11347 Filed 4-19-76:8:46 ami 


LABOR RESEARCH ADVISORY COUNCIL 
COMMITTEES 

Meetings and Agenda 

The regular spring meetings of com¬ 
mittees of the Labor Research Advisory 
Council will be held on May 18, 19. and 
20 in Room 4454, General Accounting 
Office Building, 441 G Street NW.. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

The Labor Research Advisory Council 
and its committees advise the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics with respect to tech¬ 
nical matters associated with the Bu¬ 
reau’s programs. Membership consists 
of union research directors and staff 
members. 

The schedule and agenda of the meet¬ 
ings are as follows: 

Tuesday, May 18 

9:30 a.i7i.—Committee on Wages and 
Industrial Relations 

1. Work in progress. 

2. Status of the Employment Cost 
Index. 

3. Development of a training program 
for occupational wage collection. 

4. Program recommendations for wage 
and industrial relations statistics in the 
public sector. 

5. Studies for Department of Labor 
relating to minimum wage legislation. 

Tuesday, May 18 

1:39 p.m.—Committee on Productivity, 
Technology. and Growth 

1. Discussion of the report of the BLS 
Task Force on Hours Worked—Hours 
Paid. 

2. Status report on industry and gov¬ 
ernment productivity programs. 

3. Relations with the National Center 
for Productivity and Quality of Work¬ 
ing Life. 

Wednesday, May 19 

9:30 a.m.—Committee on Prices and Liv¬ 
ing Conditions 

1. Program plans in Fiscal Year 1977 
budget proposals. 

2. The Bureau’s family budgets pro¬ 
gram. 

3. Current status of the CPI revision. 

4. Plans for publication of the revised 
Consumer Price Index in 1977; plans for 
publishing Consumer Expenditure Sur¬ 
vey—Diary data in 1976. 

Wednesday, May 19 

1:30 p.m.—Committee on Manpower and 

Employment 

1. Status of job search and discour¬ 
aged worker surveys. 

2. New labor force projections. 

3. Study of frictional unemployment 
for Joint Economic Committee. 

4. Employment Review Commission— 
status of consideration for establish¬ 
ment. 


5. Measures of unemployment, Ui-Ut. 

6. Seasonal adjustment procedures— 
recent tests and reasons for revision. 

7. Status of Local Area Unemployment 
Statistics Program. 

Thursday, May 20 

9:45 a.m.—Committee on Occupational 

Safety and Health Statistics 

1. The use of BLS/Occupational 
Safety and Health Statistics data in 
meeting OSHA’s standards problems. 

2. Status of statistical grant program. 

3. Annual surveys for 1974-76. 

4. National Emphasis Program and 
the BLS role. 

5. Quality assurance program. 

The meetings are open. It is suggested 
that persons planning to attend as ob¬ 
servers contact Joseph P. Goldberg, Ex¬ 
ecutive Secretary. Labor Research Ad¬ 
visors' Council on (Area Code 202) 523- 
1247. 

Signed at Washington, D.C . this 13th 
day of April 1976. 

Julius Shiskin. 

Commissioner of Labor Statistics. 

(FR Doc.76-11346 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am) 


Labor-Management Services 
Administration 

(Prohibited Transaction Exemption 7C 11 

EMPLOYEE BENEFIT PLANS 

Class Exemptions From Prohibitions Re¬ 
specting Certain Transactions in Which 
Multiemployer and Multiple Employer 
Plans Are Involved 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 76-8766, appearing at page 
12740, in the issue for Friday. March 26. 
1976, make the following change: 

On page 12744, in the middle column, 
paragraph C. remove the present line 
four and insert the following in its place 
“trative services, and the costs asso¬ 
ciated”. 


Office of the Secretary 
(TA-W-747] 

ALATEX INC. 

Investigation Regarding Certification of Eli¬ 
gibility To Apply for Worker Adjustment 
Assistance 

On March 26, 1976 the Department of 
Labor received a petition dated March 
16, 1976 which was filed under Section 
221(a) of the Trade Act of 1974 (“the 
Act”) by the Amalgamated Clothing 
Workers of America on behalf of the 
workers and former workers of Troy, 
Alabama plants of Alatex Inc., Andalusia. 
Alabam (TA-W-747). 

Accordingly, the Acting Director. Office 
of Trade Adjustment Assistance, Bureau 
of International Labor Affairs, has insti¬ 
tuted an investigation as provided in 
Section 221(a) of the Act and 29 CFR 
90.12. 

The purpose of the investigation is to 
determine whether absolute or relative 
increases of imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with men’s dress 
shirts produced by Alatex Inc. or an ap¬ 


propriate subdivision thereof have con¬ 
tributed importantly to an absolute de¬ 
cline in sales or production, or both, of 
such firm or subdivision and to the actual 
or threatened total or partial separation 
of a significant number or proportion of 
the workers of such firm or subdivision. 
The investigation will further relate, as 
appropriate, to the determination of the 
date on which total or partial separa¬ 
tions began or threatened to begin and 
the subdivision of the firm involved. A 
group meeting the eligibility require¬ 
ments of Section 222 of the Act will be 
certified as eligible to apply for adjust¬ 
ment assistance under Title n. Chapter 
2, of the Act in accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of Subpart B of 29 CFR Part 90. 

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.13, the peti¬ 
tioner or any other person showing a 
substantial interest in the subject mat¬ 
ter of the investigation may request a 
public hearing, provided such request is 
filed in writing with the Acting Director. 
Office of Trade Adjustment Assistance, 
at the address shown below, not later 
than April 23, 1976. 

The petition filed in this case is avail¬ 
able for inspection at the Office of the 
Acting Director, Office of Trade Adjust¬ 
ment Assistance. Bureau of International 
Labor Affairs, U.S. Department of Labor, 
3rd St. and Constitution Ave., N.W., 
Washington. D.C. 20210. 

Signed at Washington. D.C. this 26th 
d*y of March 1976. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 

Acting Director, Office of 
Trade Adjustment Assistance. 

|FR Doc.76-11348 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am) 


(TA-W-733J 

ALBERT GIVENS 

Investigation Regarding Certification of Eli¬ 
gibility To Apply for Worker Adjustment 
Assistance 

On March 26. 1976 the Department of 
Labor received a petition dated March 9, 
1976 which was filed under Section 221 
(a) of the Trade Act of 1974 (“the Act") 
by the Amalgamated Clothing Workers 
of America on behalf of the workers and 
former workers of Albert Givens, East 
Chicago, Indiana, a division of Jaymar- 
Ruby. Michigan City. Indiana (TA-W- 
733). 

Accordingly, the Acting Director. Of¬ 
fice of Trade Adjustment Assistance, 
Bureau of International Labor Affairs, 
has instituted an investigation as pro¬ 
vided in Section 221(a) of the Act and 
29 CFR 90.12. 

The purpose of the investigation is to 
determine whether absolute or relative 
increases of imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with men’s dress 
slacks produced by Albert Givens or an 
appropriate subdivision thereof have 
contributed importantly to an absolute 
decline in sales or production, or both, 
of such firm or subdivision and to the 
actual or threatened total or partial 
separation of a significant number or 
proportion of the workers of such firm 
or subdivision. The investigation will fur- 
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ther relate, as appropriate, to the deter¬ 
mination of the date on which total or 
partial separations began or threatened 
to begin and the subdivision of the firm 
involved. A group meeting the eligibility 
requirements of Section 222 of the Act 
will be certified as eligible to apply for 
adjustment assistance under Title II. 
Chapter 2, of the Act in accordance with 
the provisions of Subpart B of 29 CFR 
Part 90. 

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.13, the peti¬ 
tioner or any other person showing a 
substantial interest in the subject 
matter of the investigation may request 
a public hearing, provided such request 
is filed in writing with the Acting Di¬ 
rector, Office of Trade Adjustment As¬ 
sistance, at the address shown below, 
not later than April 30,1976. 

The petition filed in this case is avail¬ 
able for inspection at the Office of the 
Acting Director. Office of Trade Adjust¬ 
ment Assistance. Bureau of Interna¬ 
tional Labor Affairs, U.S. Department of 
Labor, 3rd St. and Constitution Ave., 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20210. 

Signed at Washington. D.C. this 26th 
day of March 1976. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 

Acting Director, Office of 
Trade Adjustment Assistance. 

|FR Doc.76-11349 Piled 4-19-76:8:45 am) 


[TA-W-7381 

EXCELLO SHIRT CO. 

Investigation Regarding Certification of Eli¬ 
gibility To Apply for Worker Adjustment 
Assistance 

On March 26, 1976, the Department 
of Labor received a petition dated 
March 11, 1976 which was filed under 
Section 221(a) of the Trade Act of 1974 
(“the Act”) by the Amalgamated Cloth¬ 
ing Workers of America on behalf of the 
workers and former workers of Excello 
Shirt Company. Middlesboro, Kentucky, 
a division of Kaysor-Roth, New York, 
New York (TA-W-738). 

Accordingly, the Acting Director, Office 
of Trade Adjustment Assistance, Bureau 
of International Labor Affairs, has insti¬ 
tuted an investigation as provided in Sec¬ 
tion 221(a) of the Act and 29 CFR 90.12. 

The purpose of the investigation Is to 
determine whether absolute or relative 
increases of imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with men’s dress 
shirts produced by Excello Shirt Com¬ 
pany or an appropriate subdivision 
thereof have contributed importantly to 
an absolute decline in sales or produc¬ 
tion, or both, of such firm or subdivision 
and to the actual or threatened total or 
partial separation of a significant num¬ 
ber or proportion of the workers of such 
firm or subdivision. The investigation 
will further relate, as appropriate, to the 
de termination of the date on which total 
oi partial separations began or threat¬ 
ened to begin and the subdivision of the 
firm involved. A group meeting the eligi¬ 
bility requirements of Section 222 of the 
Act will be certified as eligible to apply 
for adjustment assistance under Title n. 


Chapter 2, of the Act in accordance w T ith 
the provisions of Subpart B of 29 CFR 
Part 90. 

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.13, the peti¬ 
tioner or any other person showing a 
substantial interest in the subject mat¬ 
ter of the investigation may request a 
public hearing, provided such request is 
filed in writing with the Acting Director, 
Office of Trade Adjustment Assistance, 
at the address shown below, not later 
than April 30, 1976. 

The petition filed in this case is avail¬ 
able for inspection at the Office of the 
Acting Director, Office of Trade Adjust¬ 
ment Assistance, Bureau of International 
Labor Affairs, U.S. Department of Labor, 
3rd St. and Constitution Ave., N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20210. 

Signed at Washington. D.C. this 26th 
day of March 1976. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 

Acting Director, Office of 
Trade Adjustment Assistance . 

(PR Doc.76-11350 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am] 


|TA-\V—712] 

H. I. S. 

Investigation Regarding Certification of Eli¬ 
gibility To Apply for Worker Adjustment 

Assistance 

On March 26, 1976 the Department of 
Labor received a petition dated March 16, 
1976 which was filed under Section 221 
(a) of the Trade Act of 1974 (“the Act”) 
by the Amalgamated Clothing Workers 
of America on behalf of the workers and 
former workers of H.I.S.. Tiptonville, 
Tennessee plant of Henry I. Segal Co., 
New York, New York (TA-W-712). 

Accordingly, the Acting Director, Of¬ 
fice of Trade Adjustment Assistance, Bu¬ 
reau of International Labor Affairs, has 
instituted an investigation as provided in 
Section 221(a) of the Act and 29 CFR 
90.12. 

The purpose of the investigation is to 
determine whether absolute or relative 
increases of imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with men’s and 
ladies' jeans, slacks and leisure jackets 
produced by H.I.S. or an appropriate sub¬ 
division thereof have contributed impor¬ 
tantly to an absolute decline in sales or 
production, or both, of such firm or sub¬ 
division and to the actual or threatened 
total or partial separation of a significant 
number or proportion of the workers of 
such firm or subdivision. The investiga¬ 
tion will further relate, as appropriate, to 
the determination of the date on which 
total or partial separations began or 
threatened to begin and the subdivision 
of the firm involved. A group meeting 
the eligibility requirements of Section 
222 of the Act will be certified as eligible 
to apply for adjustment assistance under 
Title n, Chapter 2, of the Act in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of Subpart B of 
29 CFR Part 90. 

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.13, the peti¬ 
tioner or any other person showing a 
substantial interest in the subject mat¬ 
ter of the investigation may request a 
public hearing, provided such request is 


filed in writing with the Acting Director, 
Office of Trade Adjustment Assistance, 
at the address shown below, not later 
than April 30, 1976. 

The petition filed in this case is avail¬ 
able for inspection at the Office of the 
Acting Director, Office of Trade Adjust¬ 
ment Assistance, Bureau of International 
Labor Affairs, U.S. Department of Labor, 
3rd St. and Constitution Ave., N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20210. 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 26th 
day of March 1976. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 

Acting Director, Office of 
Trade Adjustment Assistance. 

| PR Doc.76-11351 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 axnj 


[TA-W-7131 

H. I. S. 

Investigation Regarding Certification of Eli¬ 
gibility To Apply for Worker Adjustment 

Assistance 

On March 26, 1976 the Department of 
Labor received a petition dated March 16, 
1976 which was filed under Section 221 
(a) of the Trade Act of 1974 (“the Act”) 
by the Amalgamated Clothing Workers 
of American on behalf of the workers 
and former workers of H. I. S., Dickson. 
Tennessee plant of Henry I. Segal Co.. 
New York, New York (TA-W-713). 

Accordingly, the Acting Director, Of¬ 
fice of Trade Adjustment Assistance, 
Bureau of International Labor Affairs, 
has instituted an investigation as pro¬ 
vided in Section 221(a) of the Act and 
29 CFR 90.12. 

The purpose of the investigation is to 
determine whether absolute or relative 
increases of imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with men's and 
ladies’ jeans, slacks and leisure jackets 
produced by H. I. S. or an appropriate 
subdivision thereof have contributed 
importantly to an absolute decline in 
sales or production, or both, of such firm 
or subdivision and to the actual or 
threatened total or partial separation 
of a significant number or proportion of 
the workers of such firm or subdivision. 
The investigation will further relate, as 
appropriate, to the determination of 
the date on which total or partial sep¬ 
arations began or threatened to begin 
and the subdivision of the firm involved. 
A group meeting the eligibility require¬ 
ments of Section 222 of the Act will be 
certified as eligible to apply for adjust¬ 
ment assistance under Title II, Chap¬ 
ter 2, of the Act in accordance with 
the provisions of Subpart B of 29 CFR 
Part 90. 

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.13, the peti¬ 
tioner or any other person showing a 
substantial interest in the subject matter 
of the investigation may request a pub¬ 
lic hearing, provided such request is filed 
in writing with the Acting Director, Of¬ 
fice of Trade Adjustment Assistance, at 
the address shown below, not later than 
April 30, 1976. 

The petition filed in this case is avail¬ 
able for inspection at the Office of the 
Acting Director. Office of Trade Adjust- 
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ment Assistance, Bureau of International 
Labor Affairs, U.S. Department of Labor, 
3rd St. and Constitution Ave., N.W.* 
Washington, D.C. 20210. 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 26th 
day of March 1976. 

Marvin M. Fooks. 

Acting Director, Office of 
Trade Adjustment Assistance. 

IFR Doc.76-11352 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am] 


[TA-W-714] 

H. I. S. 

Investigation Regarding Certification of Eli¬ 
gibility To Apply for Worker Adjustment 
Assistance 

On March 26, 1976 the Department of 
Labor received a petition dated March 
16, 1976 which was filed under Section 
221(a) of the Trade Act of 1974 (“the 
Act’') by the Amalgamated Clothing 
Workers of America on behalf of the 
workers and former workers of H. I. S., 
Fulton. Kentucky plant of Henry I. Segal 
Co., New York, New York (TA-W-714). 

Accordingly, the Acting Director. Office 
of Trade Adjustment Assistance, Bureau 
of International Labor Affairs, has insti¬ 
tuted an investigation as provided in Sec¬ 
tion 221(a) of the Act and 29 CFR 90.12. 

The purpose of the investigation is to 
determine whether absolute or relative 
increases of imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with mens’ and 
ladies' jeans, slacks and leisure jackets 
produced by H. I. S. or an appropriate 
subdivision thereof have contributed im¬ 
portantly to an absolute decline in sales 
or production, or both, of such firm or 
subdivision and to the actual or threat¬ 
ened total or partial separation of a sig¬ 
nificant number or proportion of the 
workers of such firm or subdivision. The 
investigation will further relate, as ap¬ 
propriate, to the determination of the 
date on which total or partial separations 
began or threatened to begin and the 
subdivision of the firm involved. A group 
meeting the eligibility requirements of 
Section 222 of the Act will be certified 
as eligible to apply for adjustment assist¬ 
ance under Title II, Chapter 2, of the Act 
in accordance with the provisions of Sub¬ 
part B of 29 CFR Part 90. 

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.13, the peti¬ 
tioner or any other person showing a 
substantial interest in the subject matter 
of the investigation may request a public 
hearing, provided such request is filed in 
writing with the Acting Director, Office 
of Trade Adjustment Assistance, at the 
address shown below, not later than April 
30,1976. 

The petition filed in this case is avail¬ 
able for inspection at the Office of the 
Acting Director. Office of Trade Adjust¬ 
ment Assistance, Bureau of Internation¬ 
al Labor Affairs, U.S. Department of La¬ 
bor, 3rd St. and Constitution Ave., N.W., 
Washington, D.C, 20210. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., this 26th 
day of March 1976. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 

Acting Director, Office of 
Trade Adjustment Assistance. 

|FR Doc.76-11353 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am) 


(TA-W—715] 

H. I. S. 

Investigation Regarding dertification of Eli¬ 
gibility to Apply for Worker Adjustment 

Assistance 

On March 26. 1976 the Department of 
Labor received a petition dated March 
16, 1976 which was filed under Section 
221(a) of the Trade Act of 1974 (“the 
Act”) by the Amalgamated Clothing 
Workers of America on behalf of the 
workers and former workers of H. I. S. 
Bruceton. Tennessee plant of Henry I. 
Segal Co., New York, New York (TA¬ 
W-715). 

Accordingly, the Acting Director. Of¬ 
fice of Trade Adjustment Assistance. 
Bureau of International Labor Affairs, 
has instituted an investigation as pro¬ 
vided in Section 221(a) of the Act and 
29 CFR 90.12. 

The purpose of the investigation is to 
determine whether absolute or relative 
increases of imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with men's and 
ladies’ jeans, slacks and leisure jackets 
produced by H. I. S. or an appropriate 
subdivision thereof have contributed 
importantly to an absolute decline in 
sales or production, or both, of such firm 
or subdivision and to the actual or 
threatened total or partial separation of 
a significant number or proportion of 
the workers of such firm or subdivision. 
The investigation will further relate, as 
appropriate, to the determination of the 
date on which total or partial separa¬ 
tions began or threatened to begin and 
the subdivision of the firm involved. A 
group meeting the eligibility require¬ 
ments of Section 222 of the Act will be 
certified as eligible to apply for adjust¬ 
ment assistance under Title II, Chap¬ 
ter 2, of the Act in accordance with the 
provisions of Subpart B of 29 CFR Part 
90. 

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.13, the peti¬ 
tioner or any other person showing a 
substantial interest in the subject mat¬ 
ter of the investigation may request a 
public hearing, provided such request is 
filed in writing with the Acting Director. 
Office of Trade Adjustment Assistance, 
at the address shown below, not later 
than April 30,1976. 

The petition filed in this case is avail¬ 
able for inspection at the Office of the 
Acting Director, Office of Trade Adjust¬ 
ment Assistance, Bureau of Interna¬ 
tional Labor Affairs, U.S. Department of 
Labor, 3rd St. and Constitution Ave., 
N.W., Washington. D.C. 20210. 


Signed at Washington. D.C. this 26th 
day of March 1976. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 
Acting Director , Office of 
Trade Adjustment Assistance. 

IFR Doc.76 11354 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am-) 


[TA-W-729] 

HERCULES TROUSER COMPANY, INC. 

Investigation Regarding Certification of Eli¬ 
gibility To Apply for Worker Adjustment 

Assistance 

On March 26, 1976 the Department of 
Labor received a petition dated March 9. 
1976 which was filed under Section 221 
(a) of the Trade Act of 1974 (“the Act”) 
by the Amalgamated Clothing Workers 
of America on behalf of the workers and 
former workers of Fordyce, Arkansas 
plant of Hercules Trouser Co., Inc., Co¬ 
lumbus, Ohio (TA-W-729). 

Accordingly, the Acting Director, Of¬ 
fice of Trade Adjustment Assistance. 
Bureau of International Labor Affairs, 
has instituted an investigation as pro¬ 
vided in Section 221(a) of the Act and 
29 CFR 90.12. 

The purposes of the investigation is 
to determine whether absolute or rela¬ 
tive increases of imports of articles like 
or directly competitive with men’s dress 
and sport slacks produced by Hercules 
Trouser Co.. Inc. or an appropriate sub¬ 
division thereof have contributed impor¬ 
tantly to an absolute decline in sales or 
production, or both, of such firm or sub¬ 
division and to the actual or threatened 
total or partial separation of a signifi¬ 
cant number or proportion of the work¬ 
ers of such firm or subdivision. The in¬ 
vestigation will further relate, as appro¬ 
priate. to the determination of the date 
on which total or partial separations be¬ 
gan or threatened to begin and the sub¬ 
division of the firm involved. A group 
meeting the eligibility requirements of 
Section 222 of the Act will be certified 
as eligible to apply for adjustment as¬ 
sistance under Title II. Chapter 2, of 
the Act in accordance with the provi¬ 
sions of Subpart B of 29 CFR Part 90. 

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.13 the petition¬ 
er or any other person showing a sub¬ 
stantial interest in the subject matter of 
the investigation may request a public 
hearing, provided such request is filed in 
writing with the Acting Director, Office 
of Trade Adjustment Assistance, at the 
address shown below, not later than 
April 30, 1976. 

The petition filed in this case is avail¬ 
able for inspection at the Office of the 
Acting Director, Office of Trade Adjust¬ 
ment Assistance, Bureau of Internation¬ 
al Labor Affairs, U.S. Department of La¬ 
bor. 3rd St. and Constitution Ave., NW.. 
Washington, D.C. 20210. 
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Signed at Washington, D.C. this 26th 
day of March 1976. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 

Acting Director . Office of 
Trade Adjustment Assistance. 

[FR Doc.76-11355 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am] 


[TA-W-7111 

SWEDA INTERNATIONAL 

Investigation Regarding Certification of Eli¬ 
gibility To Apply for Worker Adjustment 

Assistance 

On March 26, 1976, the Department of 
Labor received a petition dated March 21, 
1976, which was filed under Section 221 
(a) of the Trade Act of 1974 ("the Act") 
on behalf of the workers and former 
workers of Sweda International, Clifton, 
New Jersey, a division of Litton Indus¬ 
tries, Canoga Park, California (TA-W- 
711). 

Accordingly, the Acting Director, Office 
of Trade Adjustment Assistance, Bureau 
of International Labor Affairs, has insti¬ 
tuted an investigation as provided in 
Section 221(a) of the Act and 29 CFR 
90.12. 

The purpose of the investigation is to 
determine whether absolute or relative 
increases of imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with business ma¬ 
chines produced by Sweda In teniational, 
or an appropriate subdivsion thereof 
have contributed importantly to an ab¬ 
solute decline in sales or production, or 
both, of such firm or subdivision and to 
the actual or threatened total or partial 
separation of a significant number or 
proportion of the workers of such firm 
or subdivision. The investigation will fur¬ 
ther relate, as appropriate, to the deter¬ 
mination of the date on which total or 
partial separations began or threatened 
to begin and the subdivision of the firm 
involved. A group meeting the eligibility 
requirements of Section 222 of the Act 
will be certified as eligible to apply for 
adjustment assistance under Title n, 
Chapter 2, of the Act in accordance with 
the provisions of Subpart B of 29 CFR 
Part 90. 

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.13, the petition¬ 
er or any other person showing a sub¬ 
stantial interest in the subject matter of 
the investigation! may request a public 
hearing, provided such request is filed 
in writing with the Acting Director, Of¬ 
fice of Trade Adjustment Assistance, at 
the address shown below, not later than 
April 30.1976. 

The petition filed in this case is avail¬ 
able for inspection at the Office of the 
Acting Director, Office of Trade Adjust¬ 
ment Assistance, Bureau of Internation¬ 
al Labor Affairs, U.S. Department of La¬ 
bor, 3rd St. and Constitution Ave., N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20210. 

Signed at Washington. D.C. this 26th 
day of March 1976. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 

Acting Director. Office of 
Trade Adjustment Assistance. 

I PR Doc.76-11356 Filed 4-19-76; 8:45 ami 


| TA-W-5341 

ARMCO STEEL CORP. 

Certification Regarding Eligibility To Apply 
for Worker Adjustment Assistance 

In accordance with Section 223 of 
the Trade Act of 1974 the Department of 
Labor herein presents the results of TA- 
W-534; investigation regarding certi¬ 
fication of eligibility to apply for worker 
adjustment assistance as prescribed in 
Section 222 of the Act. 

The investigation was initiated on 
January 9, 1976 in response to a worker 
petition received on January 9, 1976 
which was filed on behalf of workers and 
former workers producing specialty steel 
at the Butler. Pennsylvania plant of 
Armco Steel Corporation. 

The notice of investigation was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on Janu¬ 
ary 29. 1976 (41 FR 4382). No public 
hearing was requested and none was 
held. 

The information upon which the de¬ 
termination was made was obtained 
principally from officials of Armco Steel 
Corporation, its customers, the American 
Iron and Steel Institute, the U.S. De¬ 
partment of Commerce, the U.S. Inter¬ 
national Trade Commission, industry 
analysts, and Department files. 

In order to make an affirmative deter¬ 
mination and issue a certification of 
eligibility to apply for adjustment as¬ 
sistance, each of the group eligibility 
requirements of section 222 of the Trade 
Act of 1974 must be met: 

(1) That a significant number or pro¬ 
portion of the workers in the workers’ 
firm, or an appropriate subdivision 
thereof, have become totally or partially 
separated, or are threatened to become 
totally or partially separated: 

(2) That sales or production, or both, 
of such firm or subdivision have de¬ 
creased absolutely: 

(3) That articles like or directly com¬ 
petitive with those produced by the firm 
or subdivision are being imported in in¬ 
creased quantities, either actual or rela¬ 
tive to domestic production: and 

(4) That such increased imports have 
contributed importantly to the separa¬ 
tions, or threat thereof, and to the de¬ 
crease in sales or production. 

The term "contributed importantly" 
means a cause which is important but not 
necessarily more important than any 
other cause. 

The investigation has revealed that all 
four of the above criteria have been met. 

Significant Total or Partial Separa¬ 
tions. Employment of production and re¬ 
lated workers at the Butler plant de¬ 
clined 19 percent in 1975 compared to 
1974. Average weekly hours worked by 
production workers decreased 14 percent 
in 1975 compared to 1974. 

Sales or Production or Both. Have 
Decreased Absolutely. Sales and produc¬ 
tion of speciality steel at the Butler plant 
declined 40.0 percent in quantity in 1975 
compared to 1974. 

Increased Imports. Imports of specialty 
steel increased slightly in 1971 compared 
to 1970, then decreased in 1972 and 1973. 
Imports increased 34 percent in 1974 
compared to 1973. Imports increased 18 


percent in the first nine months of 1975 
compared to the like period in 1974, and 
the ratios of imports to domestic ship¬ 
ments and consumption were 23.2 percent 
and 20.3 percent, respectively. 

Contributed Importantly. The evidence 
developed by the Department’s investi¬ 
gation indicates that as prices of im¬ 
ported specialty steel became more at¬ 
tractive to consumers in the U.S.. they 
switched from the domestic product to 
the imported product. In 1975, custom¬ 
ers of Armco Steel switched their pur¬ 
chases from specialty steel products 
made at the Butler plant to imported 
specialty steel. 

Conclusion. After careful review of the 
facts obtained in the investigation, I 
conclude that increases if imports like 
or directly competitive with specialty 
steel produced at the Butler plant con¬ 
tributed importantly to the total or par¬ 
tial separation of the workers at that 
firm. In accordance wih the provisions of 
the Act, I make the following certifica¬ 
tion: 

•'All workers engaged In employment re¬ 
lated to the production of specialty steel at 
Armco Steel Corporation. Butler plant lo¬ 
cated In Butler, Pennsylvania who became 
totally or partially separated from employ¬ 
ment on or after December 18, 1974 are eligi¬ 
ble to apply for adjustment assistance under 
Title n. Chapter 2 of the Trade Act of 1974." 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 2nd 
day of April 1976. 

James F. Taylor, 
Director, Planning and 
Evaluation Staff. 

[FR Doc.76 11357 Filed 4-19-76,8:45 am) 


[TA-W-6351 

BEN SHAPIRO SHOE COMPANY, INC. 

Certification Regarding Eligibility To Apply 
for Worker Adjustment Assistance 

In accordance with Section 223 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of La¬ 
bor herein presents the results of TA-W- 
534: investigation regarding certification 
of eligibility to apply for worker adjust¬ 
ment assistance as prescribed in Section 
222 of the Act. 

The investigation was initiated on 
January 9. 1976 in response to a worker 
petition received on January 9, 1976 
which was filed by workers formerly pro¬ 
ducing women’s and children’s Footwear 
at Ben Shapiro Shoe Company. Incorpo¬ 
rated, Brooklyn, New York. 

The notice of investigation was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on Janu¬ 
ary 29,1976 (41 FR 4382). No public hear¬ 
ing was requested and none was held. 

The information upon which the de¬ 
termination was made was obtained prin¬ 
cipally from officials of Ben Shapiro Shoe 
Company, Incorporated, its customers, 
the U.S. Department of Commerce, the 
U.S. International Trade Commission, 
The American Footwear Industries Asso¬ 
ciation and Department files. 

In order to make an affirmative deter¬ 
mination and issue a certification of eli¬ 
gibility to apply for adjustment assistance 
each of the group eligibility requirements 
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of Section 222 of the Trade Act of 1974 
must be met: 

(1) That a significant number or 
proportion of the workers in such 
workers’ firm or an appropriate sub¬ 
division of the firm have become totally 
or partially separated, or are threat¬ 
ened to become totally or partially 
separated: 

(2» That sales or production, or 
both, of such firm or subdivision have 
decreased absolutely: 

(3> That articles like or directly 
competitive with articles produced by 
such workers’ firm or subdivision are 
being imported in increased quantities, 
either actual or relative to domestic 
production; and 

c4 > That such increased imports 
have contributed importantly to the 
separations, or threat thereof, and to 
the decrease in sales or production. 

The term “contributed importantly” 
means a cause which is important but 
not necessarily more important than 
any other cause. 

The investigation reveals that all 
four criteria have been met. 

Significant Total or Partial Separa¬ 
tions. Average annual employment of 
all workers at Ben Shapiro Shoe Com¬ 
pany declined 2.6 percent from 1973 to 
1974. Employment declined 2.6 percent 
in the fourth quarter of 1974 compared 
to the like period of 1973 and declined 
25.3 percent in the first eleven months 
of 1975 compared to the first eleven 
months of 1974. All workers were ter¬ 
minated on December 5, 1975, when the 
plant closed. 

Sales or Production , or Both, Have 
Decreased Absolutely. The value of 
sales of women’s and children’s foot¬ 
wear at Ben Shapiro Shoe Company 
increased 34.9 percent from 1973 to 

1974. In the first eleven months of 

1975, the value of sales declined 34.8 
percent compared to the same period in 

1974. 

Increased Imports. Imports of women’s 
non-rubber footwear increased in each 
year from 1970 through 1973. While im¬ 
ports declined in 1974 from 1973. the 
ratios of imports to domestic produc¬ 
tion and consumption for 1974 of 103.6 
percent and 50.9 percent, respectively, 
were well above the averages for 1970- 
1973 of 86.2 percent and 45.1 percent, re¬ 
spectively. In the first eleven months of 

1975, the ratios of imports to domestic 
production and consumption increased to 
106.9 percent and 51.7 percent, respec¬ 
tively, compared to 103.3 percent and 50.8 
percent, respectively, in the first eleven 
months of 1974. 

Imports of children’s non-rubber shoes 
increased as a proportion of domestic 
production and consumption in each 
year from 1970 through 1972, decreased 
in 1973, then increased in 1974. In the 
first eleven months of 1975, the ratios 
of imports to domestic production and 
consumption were 67.3 percent and 40.2 
percent, respectively, compared to 60 
percent and 37.5 percent in the first 
eleven months of 1974. 

Contributed Importantly. The evidence 
developed during the Department’s in¬ 


vestigation revealed that major custo¬ 
mers of Ben Shapiro Shoe Company had 
reduced their purchases of women’s and 
children’s footwear from Ben Shapiro 
in favor of imports. 

Conclusion. After careful review of the 
facts obtained in the investigation, I 
conclude that increases of imports like 
or directly competitive with women’s 
and children’s footwear produced at Ben 
Shapiro Shoe Company. Incorporated, 
Brooklyn, New York contributed im¬ 
portantly to the total or partial separa¬ 
tion of the workers of that company. 
In accordance with the provisions of the 
Act. I make the following certification: 

•’All employees of Ben Shapiro Shoe Com¬ 
pany. Incorporated, Brooklyn. New York, 
who became totally or partially separated 
from employment on or after December 14. 
1974 are eligible to apply for adjustment 
assistance under Title II. Chapter 2 of the 
Trade Act of 1974.” 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 5th 
day of April 1976. 

James F. Taylor; 

Director, Planning and 

Evaluation Staff. 

| PH Do-.76-11358 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am| 


[TA-W-400] 

BRISTOL KNITTING MILLS, INC. 

Certification Regarding Eligibility To Apply 
for Worker Adjustment Assistance 

In accordance with Section 223 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of 
Labor herein presents the result of TA¬ 
W-400: investigation regarding certi¬ 
fication of eligibility to apply for worker 
adjustment assistance as prescribed in 
Section 222 of the Act. 

The investigation was initiated on 
December 12, 1975 in response to a 
worker petition received on that date 
which w r as filed by the International 
Ladies’ Garment Workers Union on be¬ 
half of workers formerly producing 
men’s and women’s sweaters and chil¬ 
dren’s knit suits at Bristol Knitting 
Mills, Cornwells Heights, Pennsylvania. 

Tne notice of investigation was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on Jan¬ 
uary 5, 1976 <41 FR 846). No public 
hearing was requested and none was 
held. 

The information upon which the de¬ 
termination was made was obtained 
principally from officials of Bristol Knit¬ 
ting Mills, its customers, the U.S. De¬ 
partment of Commerce, the U.S. Inter¬ 
national Trade Commission, the Na¬ 
tional Cotton Council, industry ana¬ 
lysts, and Department files. 

In order to make an affirmative de¬ 
termination and issue a certification of 
eligibility to apply for adjustment as¬ 
sistance. each of the grouo eligibility re¬ 
quirements of Section 222 of the Trade 
Act of 1974 must be met: 

(1) That a significant number or pro¬ 
portion of the workers in such workers’ 
firm or an appropriate subdivision of the 
film have become totally or partially 
separated, or are threatened to become 
totally or partially separated: 


(2) That sales or production, or both, 
of such firm or subdivision have decreased 
absolutely: 

(3) That articles like or directly com¬ 
petitive with articles produced by such 
W'Orkers’ firm or subdivision are -being 
imported in increased quantities, either 
actual or relative to domestic produc¬ 
tion; and 

(4) That such increased imports have 
contributed importantly to the separa¬ 
tions, or threat thereof, and to the de¬ 
crease in sales or production. 

The term “contributed importantly” 
means a cause which is importantly but 
not necessarily more important than 
any other cause. 

The investigation reveals that all four 
criteria have been met. 

Significant Total or Partial Separa¬ 
tions. The average number of production 
workers at Bristol Knitting Mills, Inc.. 
decreased 45 percent from 1973 to 1974. 
The plant closed in December 1974 and 
all workers were permanently separated. 

Sales or Production, or Both , Have De¬ 
creased Absolutely. Total sales by Bristol 
Knitting Mills, Inc., declined 28.5 percent 
in value from 1973 to 1974. In December 
1974, the plant closed and all sales op¬ 
erations ceased. 

Increased Imports. Imports of men’s 
and women’s knit sweaters are not sepa¬ 
rately identified in the Tariff Schedules 
of the United States. They are included 
with the aggregate date of imports of 
total sweaters (men, boys, women, misses, 
juniors and infants). Imports in this 
category increased in each year from 
1970 through 1974. The ratios of imports 
to domestic production and consumption 
increased from 74.4 percent and 42.7 per¬ 
cent respectively in 1973 to 77.8 percent 
and 43.8 percent in 1974. 

Imports of children’s knit suits are 
not separately identified in the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States but are 
included in the aggregate data of imports 
of women’s, girls’, and infants’ suits. Im¬ 
ports in this category increased in each 
year from 1970 through 1974. The ratios 
of imports to domestic production and 
consiunption increased from 3.1 percent 
and 3.0 percent respectively in 1973 to 3.9 
percent and 3.8 percent in 1974. 

Contributed Importantly. Bristol Knit¬ 
ting Mills was a contractor producing 
knit children’s suits, men’s and boys’ 
sweaters, and women’s and misses’ 
sweaters. In 1974. sweaters accounted for 
approximately 60 percent of Bristol’s 
production. 

Approximately 85 percent of Bristol’s 
sales of sweaters were to one manufac¬ 
turer. Retail customers of this manu¬ 
facturer indicated that they had de¬ 
creased purchases of the company’.s 
product while increasing purchases of 
competitive imported products. 

Conclusion. After careful review of the 
facts obtained in the investigation, I con¬ 
clude that increases of imports like or 
directly competitive with the sweaters 
and infants’ knit suits produced at 
Bristol Knitting Mills, Inc., Cornwells 
Heights, Pennsylvania, contributed im¬ 
portantly to the total or partial separa¬ 
tions of the workers at that plant. In ac- 
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cordance with the provisions of the Act, 
I make the following certification: 

"All workers at Bristol Knitting Mills. Inc., 
Cornwells Heights, Pennsylvania, who be¬ 
came totally or partially separated on or after 
November 28. 1974, are eligible to apply for 
adjustment assistance under Title II, Chap¬ 
ter 2 of the Trade Act of 1974." 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 5th 
day of April 1976. 

Herbert N. Blackman. 

Associate Deputy Under Secretary 
for Trade and Adjustment Policy. 

(FR Doc.76-11359 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am] 


f TA-W-552) 

THE BROWN SHOE CO. 

Certification Regarding Eligibility To Apply 
for Worker Adjustment Assistance 

In accordance with Section 223 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of 
Labor herein presents the results of TA¬ 
W-552: investigation regarding certifi¬ 
cation of eligibility to apply for worker 
adjustment assistance as prescribed in 
Sectin 222 of the Act. 

The investigation was initiated on 
January 16, 1976 in response to a worker 
petition received on January 16. 1976 
which was filed by The United Shoe 
Workers of America on behalf of work¬ 
ers and former workers producing men’s 
shoes at the Piggott, Arkansas plant of 
The Brown Shoe Company. 

The notice of investigation was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on Jan¬ 
uary 30, 1976 (41 FR 4690). No public 
hearing was requested and none was 
held. 

The information upon which the de¬ 
termination was made was obtained 
principally from officials of The Brown 
Shoe Company, its customers, the Amer¬ 
ican Footwear Industries Association, the 
U S. Department of Commerce, the U.S. 
International Trade Commission, indus¬ 
try analysts, and Department files. 

In order to make an affirmative de¬ 
termination and issue a certification of 
eligibility to apply for adjustment as¬ 
sistance, each of the group eligibility re¬ 
quirements of Section 222 of the Trade 
Act of 1974 must be met: 

(1> That a significant number or pro¬ 
portion of the workers in such workers’ 
firm or an appropriate subdivision of 
the firm have become totally or parti¬ 
ally separated, or are threatened to be¬ 
come totally or partially separated. 

(2) That sales or production, or both, 
of such firm or subdivision have de¬ 
creased absolutely, and 

(3) That increases of imports of arti¬ 
cles like or directly competitive with arti¬ 
cles produced by such workers’ firm or an 
appropriate subdivision thereof contrib¬ 
uted importantly to such total or partial 
separation, or threat thereof, and to such 
decline in sales or production. 

(4) That such increased imports have 
contributed importantly to the separa¬ 
tions, or threat thereof, and to the de¬ 
crease in sales or production. 

The term “contributed importantly” 
means a cause which is important but 


not necessarily more important than any 
other cause. 

The investigation has revealed that all 
of the above criteria have been met. 

Significant Total or Partial Separa¬ 
tions. The average number of production 
workers declined 1.3 percent in 1974 com¬ 
pared to 1973. Employment of produc¬ 
tion workers declined 19.9 percent in 
1975 compared to 1974. Employment de¬ 
clined in all four quarters of 1975 com¬ 
pared to the similar quarters in 1974. 

Sales or Production, or Both, Have De¬ 
creased Absolutely. Annual salep in quan¬ 
tity of men’s shoes at the Piggott plant of 
Brown Shoe Company declined 14.9 per¬ 
cent in 1974 compared to 1973. Sales de¬ 
clined 10.2 percent in 1975 compared to 
1974. First quarter sales in 1975 declined 
31.4 percent compared to the same quar¬ 
ter of 1974. 

Production of men s shoes at the Pig¬ 
gott plant declined 12.1 percent in quan¬ 
tity in 1974 compared to 1973. Production 
declined 13.4 percent in 1975 compared 
to 1974. First quarter 1975 production 
declined 34.8 percent compared to the 
same quarter of 1974. 

Increased Imports. Imports of men’s 
nonrubber footwear increased both ab¬ 
solutely and relatively in each year from 
1970 through 1974. In the first eleven 
months of 1975, imports of men’s shoes 
increased 7.2 percent compared to the 
like period in 1974. The ratios of imports 
to domestic production and consumption 
increased from 63.3 percent and 38.8 per¬ 
cent, respectively, in the first eleven 
months of 1974 to 73.4 percent and 42.3 
percent in the like period of 1975. 

Contributed Importantly. The Depart¬ 
ment’s investigation revealed that cus¬ 
tomers of Brown Shoe Company’s Pig¬ 
gott. Arkansas plant have increased their 
purchases of imported men’s shoes since 
1974. These customers cited lower prices 
of imported men’s shoes as the influenc¬ 
ing factor in the switch from shoes pro¬ 
duced by Brown Shoe Company’s Piggott, 
Arkansas plant to imports. 

Conclusion . After careful review of the 
facts obtained in the investigation, I 
conclude that increases of imports like 
or directly competitive with men’s shoes 
produced at the Piggott, Arkansas plant 
of The Brown Shoe Company contrib¬ 
uted importantly to the total or partial 
separation of the workers of that plant. 
In accordance with the provisions of 
the Act, I make the following certifica¬ 
tion: 

All workers engaged In employment re¬ 
lated to the production of men’s shoes at 
the Piggott, Arkansas plant of The Brown 
Shoe Company who became totally or par¬ 
tially separated from employment on or after 
December 31, 1974 are eligible to apply for 
adjustment assistance under Title n. Chap¬ 
ter 2 of the Trade Act of 1974. 

Signed at Washington. D.C., this 5th 
day of April 1976. 

James F. Taylor, 

Director, 

Planning and Evaluation Staff. 

[FR Doc.76-11360 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 am] 


[TA-W-532 J 

GOBAR FOOTWEAR, INC. 

Certification Regarding Eligibility To Apply 
for Worker Adjustment Assistance 

In accordance with Section 223 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of 
Labor herein presents the results of TA- 
W-532: investigation regarding certifica¬ 
tion of eligibility to apply for worker ad¬ 
justment assistance as prescribed in Sec¬ 
tion 222 of the Act. 

The investigation was initiated on 
January 9. 1976 in response to a worker 
petition received on January 9, 1976 
which was filed by the Textile Workers 
of America on behalf of workers formerly 
producing women’s footwear at Gobar 
Footwear, Incorporated, Middletown, 
New York. 

The notice of investigation was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on Janu¬ 
ary 29. 1976 (41 FR 4378). No public 
hearing was requested and none was 
he*d. 

The information upon which the deter¬ 
mination was made \va$ obtained prin¬ 
cipally from officials of Gobar Footwear, 
its customers, the U.S. Department of 
Commerce, the U-S. International Trade 
Commission. The American Footwear In¬ 
dustries Association and Department 
files. 

In order to make an affirmative deter¬ 
mination and issue a certification of eli¬ 
gibility to apply for adjustment assist¬ 
ance, each of the group eligibility re¬ 
quirements of Section 222 of the Trade 
Act of 1974 must be met: 

(1) That a significant number or pro¬ 
portion of the workers in such workers’ 
firm or an appropriate subdivision of the 
firm have become totally or partially 
separated, or are threatened to become 
totally or partially separated; 

(2) That sales or production, or both, 
of such firm or subdivision have de¬ 
creased absolutely; and 

(3) That articles like or directly com¬ 
petitive with those produced by the firm 
or subdivision are being imported in In¬ 
creased quantities, either tactual or 
relative to domestic production; and 

(4) That such increased imports have 
contributed importantly to the separa¬ 
tions. or threat thereof, and to the de¬ 
crease in sales or production. 

The term “contributed importantly” 
means a cause which is important but 
not necessarily more important than any 
other cause. 

The investigation reveals that all four 
criteria have been met. 

Significant Total or Partial Separa¬ 
tions. Average employment declined 27.1 
percent in the fourth quarter of 1974 
compared to the same period in 1973. 
Employment increased 37.4 percent in 
the first two months of 1975 compared 
to the same period in 1974 as the com¬ 
pany completed and shipped its final 
orders. All workers were terminated by 
mid-March 1975, when the plant closed. 

Sales or production , or Both , Have De¬ 
creased Absolutely. Production at Gobar 
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declined in each quarter of 1974 when 
compared to the previous quarters. Pro¬ 
duction declined 49.8 percent in the 
fourth quarter of 1974 compared to the 
same period in 1973 and declined 50.5 
percent in the first quarter of 1975 com¬ 
pared to the first quarter of 1974. The 
company ceased operations in mid- 
March 1975. 

Increased Imports. Imports of women’s 
non-rubber footwear increased in each 
year from 1970 through 1973. While im¬ 
ports declined in 1974 from 1973. the 
ratios of imports to A domestic production 
and consumption for 1974 of 103.6 per¬ 
cent and 50.9 percent, respectively, were 
well above the averages for 1970-1973 of 
86.2 percent and 45.1 percent, respec¬ 
tively. In the first eleven months of 1975, 
the ratios of imports to domestic pro¬ 
duction and consumption increased to 
106.9 percent and 51.7 percent, respec¬ 
tively. compared to 103.3 percent and 
50.8 percent, respectively, in the first 
eleven months of 1974. 

Contributed Importantly. The Depart¬ 
ment’s investigation indicated that cus¬ 
tomers reduced purchases from Gobar in 
favor of imports. 

Conclusion. After careful review of the 
facts obtained in the^ investigation. I 
conclude that increases of imports like 
or directly competitive with women’s 
non-rubber footwear produced at Gobar 
Footwear, Incorporated, Middletown, 
New York contributed importantly to 
the total or partial separation of the 
workers of that company. In accordance 
with the provisions of the Act, I make 
the following certification: 

"All workers of Gobar Footwear. Incor¬ 
porated. Middletown, New York, who became 
totally or partially separated from employ¬ 
ment on or after December 16, 1974 are eligi¬ 
ble to apply for adjustment assistance under 
Title n, Chapter 2, of the Trade Act of 1974." 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 2nd 
day of April 1976. 

James F. Taylor, 
Director. Planning and 

Evaluation Staff. 

|FR Doc.76-11361 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 ami 


| TA-W-5871 

GREENVILLE TUBES CORP. 

Certification Regarding Eligibility To Apply 
for Worker Adjustment Assistance 

In accordance with Section 223 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of 
Labor herein presents the results of TA¬ 
W-587: investigation regarding certifi¬ 
cation of eligibility to apply for worker 
adjustment assistance as prescribed in 
Section 222 of the Act. 

The investigation was initiated on 
February 6, 1976 in response to a worker 
petition received on February 6, 1976 
which was filed by the United Steel¬ 
workers of America on behalf of workers 
and former workers producing stainless 
tubing at the Greenville, Pennsylvania 
plant of Greenville Tubes Corp. 

The notice of investigation was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on Feb¬ 


ruary 20. 1976 (41 FR 7830). No public 
hearing was requested and none was 
held. 

The information upon which the de¬ 
termination was made was obtained 
principally from officials of Greenville 
Tubes Corp., its customers, the American 
Iron and Steel Institute, the Department 
of Commerce, the International Trade 
Commission, and Department files. 

In order to make an affirmative deter¬ 
mination and issue a certification of eli¬ 
gibility to apply for adjustment assist¬ 
ance. each of the group eligibility re- 
q oirements of Section 222 of the Trade 
Act of 1974 must be met: 

(1) That a significant number or pro¬ 
portion of the workers in such workers’ 
firm, or an appropriate subdivision there¬ 
of. have become totally or partially sep¬ 
arated or are threatened to become 
totally or partially separated; 

(2) That sales, production or both, of 
the firm or subdivision have decreased 
absolutely; 

(3) That articles like or directly com¬ 
petitive with those produced by the firm 
or subdivision are being imported in in¬ 
creased quantities, either actual or rel¬ 
ative to domestic production; and 

(4> That such increased imports have 
contributed importantly to the sepa¬ 
rations, or threat thereof, and to the 
decrease in sales or production. 

The term “contributed importantly” 
means a cause which is important but 
not necessarily more important than any 
other cause. 

The investigation reveals that all the 
above criteria have been met. 

Significant Total or Partial Separa¬ 
tions. The average number of production 
workers at the Greenville, Pa. plant of 
Greenville Tubes Corp. declined 37 per¬ 
cent in 1974 compared to 1973, and de¬ 
clined 72 percent in 1975 compared to 
1974. Average weekly hours worked in¬ 
creased by 9 percent in 1974 compared 
to 1973, but declined by 3 percent in 
1975 compared to 1974. 

Sales or Production, or Both , Have 
Decreased Absolutely. Sales and produc¬ 
tion at the Greenville, Pa. plant of 
Greenville Tubes Corp. declined 9 per¬ 
cent in quantity in 1974 compared to 

1973, and declined 83 percent in quan¬ 
tity in 1975 compared to 1974. Total 
company sales and production rose 40 
percent in 1974 compared to 1973, but 
declined by 49 percent in 1975 over 1974. 

Increased Imports. Imports of stain¬ 
less tubing increased 100 percent in 1971 
compared to 1970, declined by 60 percent 
from 1971 to 1973, and rose again in 1974 
by 60 percent compared to 1973. Imports 
increased 28 percent in 1975 compared to 

1974. The ratios of imports of stainless 
tubing to U.S. shipments and to U.S. 
consumption increased from 19.9 per¬ 
cent and 17.9 percent, respectively, in 
1970 to 47.9 percent and 35.0 percent, re¬ 
spectively, in 1971. The ratios of imports 
to domestic shipments and consumption 
declined from 47.9 percent and 35.0 per¬ 
cent, respectively, in 1971 to 14.8 percent 
and 14.3 percent, respectively, in 1973. 
However, the import/shipments and im¬ 


port'consumption ratios increased from 
14.8 percent, and 14.3 percent, respec¬ 
tively, in 1973 to 16.0 percent and 16.3 
percent, respectively, in 1974. The ratios 
of imports to domestic shipments and 
domestic consumption increased from 
the 1974 levels of 16.0 percent and 16.3 
percent, respectively, to 25.7 percent and 
24.0 percent, respectively, in 1975. 

Contributed Importantly. The Depart¬ 
ment’s investigation indicated that 
major customers of Greenville Tubes 
Corp. decreased their purchases from 
Greenville because cheaper imports of 
stainless tubing have taken an increas¬ 
ingly large share of the market. The cus¬ 
tomers of Greenville are distributors who 
sell to the end users of the product. 
Greenville’s customers revealed that 
other distributors have increased their 
purchases of imported tubing because 
it is cheaper than domestic tubing and 
therefore more saleable to end users. 

As a consequence of reduced customer 
purchases resulting from import com¬ 
petition. the Greenville, Pennsylvania 
plant has ceased production and la id-off 
workers indefinitely. 

Conclusion . After careful review of the 
facts obtained in the investigation, I 
conclude that increases of imports like 
or directly competitive with stainless 
tubing produced at the Greenville, Penn¬ 
sylvania plant of Greenville Tubes Corp. 
contributed importantly to the total or 
partial separation of the workers of that 
plant. In accordance with the provisions 
of the Act, I make the following certifi¬ 
cation : 

"All workers at the Greenville. Pennsyl¬ 
vania plant of Greenville Tubes Corp. who 
became totally or partially separated from 
employment on or after January 16, 1975 are 
eligible to apply for adjustment assistance 
under Title II, Chapter 2 of the Trade Act of 
1974." 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 8th 
day of April 1976. 

James F. Taylor, 
Director, Planning and 

Evaluation Staff. 

(FR Doc.76-11362 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am| 


(TA-W-5741 

HASPEL BROTHERS, INC. 

Certification Regarding Eligibility To Apply 
for Worker Adjustment Assistance 

In accordance with Section 223 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of 
Labor herein presents the results of 
TA-W-574: investigation regarding cer¬ 
tification of eligibility to apply for worker 
adjustment assistance as prescribed in 
section 222 of the Act. 

The investigation was initiated on Jan¬ 
uary 30, 1976 in response to a worker pe¬ 
tition received on January 30, 1976 which 
was filed by the Amalgamated Clothing 
Workers of America on behalf of work¬ 
ers and former workers producing men s 
and boys’ suits, sportcoats and leisure 
suits at Haspel Bros., Inc., New Orleans, 
Louisiana. 
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The notice of investigation was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Recister on Feb¬ 
ruary 13, 1976 (41 FR 6823). No public 
hearing was requested and none was held. 

The information upon w r hich the deter¬ 
mination was made obtained principally 
from officials of Haspel Bros., Inc., its 
customers, the Clothing Manufacturers 
Association of the U.S.A.. the Depart¬ 
ment of Commerce, the International 
Trade Commission, and Department files. 

In order to make an affirmative deter¬ 
mination and issue a certification of 
eligibility to apply for adjustment as¬ 
sistance, each of the group eiigioiiay re¬ 
quirements of Section 222 of the Trade 
Act of 1974 must be met: 

(1) That a significant number or pro¬ 
portion of the workers in the workers’ 
firm, or an appropriate subdivision 
thereof, have become totally or partially 
separated, or are threatened to become 
totally or partially separated; 

(2) That sales or production, or both, 
of such firm or subdivision have de¬ 
creased absolutely; 

(3) That articles like or directly com¬ 
petitive with those produced by the firm 
or subdivision are being imported in in¬ 
creased quantities, either actual or rela¬ 
tive to domestic production; and 

(4) That such increased imports have 
contributed importantly to the separa¬ 
tions, or threat thereof, and to the de¬ 
crease in sales or production. 

The term “contributed importantly’* 
means a cause which is important but 
not necessarily more important than any 
other cause. 

The investigation has revealed that all 
four criteria have been met. 

Significant Total or Partial Separa¬ 
tions. The average number of production 
workers declined 4 percent in 1974 com¬ 
pared to 1973 and declined 15 percent in 
1975 compared to 1974. Average hours 
worked declined 9 percent in 1974 com¬ 
pared to 1973 and declined 14 percent in 
1975 compared to 1974. 

Sales or Production, or Both , Have De¬ 
creased Absolutely. Haspel Bros., Inc. 
and Haspel, Inc. of Tylertown. Missis¬ 
sippi operate in an integrated fashion for 
the production of men’s clothing. Com¬ 
bined production increased by 5 percent 
from 1973 to 1974 and then decreased by 
19 percent from 1974 to 1975. 

Increased Imports. Imports of men’s 
and boys’ suits increased relative to do¬ 
mestic production and consumption in 
each year from 1971 through 1973. While 
imports of men’s and boys’ suits fell 
slightly in 1974 compared to 1973, the 
ratios of imports to domestic production 
and consumption in 1974 of 9 9 percent 
and 9.0 percent, respectively, were well 
above the 1971-1973 average of 8.6 per¬ 
cent, respectively. In the first 9 months of 
1975. imports of men’s and bovs’ suits 
increased 86 percent compared to the 
first 9 months of 1974. The ratio of im¬ 
ports to domestic production increased 
from 8.7 percent in the first 9 months of 
1974 to 19.9 percent in the first 9 months 
of 1975. 

Imports of men’s and boys* sportcoats 
increased their share of the domestic 


market each year from 1972 through 
1974. The ratio of imports to domestic 
production and consumption Increased 
from 17.1 percent and 14.6 percent, re¬ 
spectively, in 1972 to 22.3 percent and 
18 2 percent, respectively, in 1974. The 
ratio of imports to domestic production 
increased from 24.6 percent in the first 9 
months of 1974 to 41.9 percent in the first 
9 months of 1975. 

Imports of men’s leisure suits are not 
separately identified in the Tariff Sched¬ 
ules of the United States. They are in¬ 
cluded with the aggregate data on im¬ 
ports of men’s and boys’ suits. The data 
show that imports of men’s suits in¬ 
creased both absolutely and relatively 
in the first 9 months of 1975 compared to 
tlie first 9 months of 1974. 

Contributed Importantly. The Depart¬ 
ment’s investigation revealed that pro¬ 
duction and employment at Haspel Bros., 
Inc. has been adversely affected by in¬ 
creased imports of men’s clothing. Major 
customers have decreased purchases 
from Haspel hi favor of less expensive 
clothing or have decreased purchases due 
to the loss of customers to major retail 
chains that have substantially increased 
their stock of imported men’s and boys’ 
clothing. 

Conclusion. After careful review of the 
facts obtained in the investigation, I con¬ 
clude that increases of imports like or 
directly competitive with men’s and boys’ 
suits, sportcoats and leisure suits pro¬ 
duced by Haspel Bros., Inc. contributed 
importantly to the total or partial sepa¬ 
ration of the workers of that plant. In 
accordance with the provision of the Act, 
I make the following certification; 

“All hourly and piecework employees at 
Haspel Bros., Inc.. New Orleans. Louisiana 
who became totally or partially separated 
from employment on or after January 20. 
1975 are eligible to apply for adjustment 
assistance under Title II, Chapter 2 of the 
Trade Act of 1974." 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 2nd 
day of April 1976. 

James F. Taylor, 

Director , 

Planning and Evaluation Staff. 

| FR Doc.76-11363 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 amj 


[TA-W-5751 

HASPEL, INC. 

Certification Regarding Eligibility To Apply 
for Worker Adjustment Assistance 

In accordance with Section 223 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of 
Labor herein presents the results of TA¬ 
W-575: investigation regarding certifi¬ 
cation of eligibility to apply for worker 
adjustment assistance as prescribed in 
Section 222 of the Act. 

The investigation was initiated on 
January 30, 1976 in response to a worker 
petition received on January 30, 1976 
which was filed by the Amalgamated 
Clothing Workers of America on behalf 
of workers and former workers pro¬ 
ducing men’s and boys’ suits and leisure 
suits at Haspel, Inc., Tylertown, Missis¬ 


sippi, a subsidiary of Haspel Brothers. 
Inc., New Orleans, Louisiana. 

The notice of investigation was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Recister on Feb¬ 
ruary 13, 1976 (41 FR 6824). No public 
hearing was requested and none was 
held. 

The information upon which the de¬ 
termination was made was obtained 
principally from officials of Haspel, Inc., 
its customers, the Clothing Manufac¬ 
turers Association of the U S A., the De¬ 
partment of Commerce, the Interna¬ 
tional Trade Commission, and Depart¬ 
ment files. 

In order to make an affirmative de¬ 
termination and issue a certification of 
eligibility to apply for adjustment as¬ 
sistance, each of the group eligibility 
requirements of Section 222 of the Trade 
Act of 1974 must be met: 

(1 > That a significant number or pro¬ 
portion of the workers in the workers’ 
firm, or an appropriate subdivision 
thereof, have become totally or partially 
separated, or are threatened to become 
totally or partially separated; 

(2) That sales or production, or both, 
of such firm or subdivision have de¬ 
creased absolutely; 

(3) That articles like or directly com¬ 
petitive with those produced by the firm 
or subdivision are being imported in in¬ 
creased quantifies, either actual or rela¬ 
tive to domestic production; and 

(4) That such increased imports have 
contributed importantly to the separa¬ 
tions, or threat thereof, and to the de¬ 
crease in sales or production. 

The term “contributed importantly” 
means a cause which is important but 
not necessarily more important than any 
other cause. 

The investigation has revealed that all 
fonr criteria have been met. 

Significant Total or Partial Separa¬ 
tions. The average number of produc¬ 
tion workers declined 2 percent in 1974 
compared to 1973 and declined 7 percent 
in 1975 compared to 1974. Average hours 
worked decMned 3 3 percent in 1974 com¬ 
pared to 1973 and declined 7 percent in 
1975 compared to 1974. 

Sales or Production , or Both, Have De¬ 
creased Absolutely . Haspel, Inc. and 
Haspel Bros.. Inc. of New Orleans, Lou¬ 
isiana operate in an integrated fashion 
for the production of men’s and boys' 
suits and leisure suits with Haspel. Inc. 
producing all the suit pants and vests. 
Combined production increased by 5 per¬ 
cent from 1973 to 1974 and then de¬ 
creased by 19 percent from 1974 to 1975. 

Increased Imports. Imports of men’s 
and boys’ suits increased relative to do¬ 
mestic production and consumption in 
each year from 1971 through 1973. While 
imports of men’s and boys’ suits fell 
slightly in 1974 compared to 1973, the 
ratios of import to domestic production 
and consumption in 1974 of 9.9 percent 
and 9.0 percent, respectively, were well 
above the 1971-1973 average of 8.6 per¬ 
cent and 7.8 percent, respectively. In the 
first 9 months of 1975, imports of men’s 
and boys’ suits increased 86 percent com¬ 
pared to the first 9 months of 1974. The 
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ratio of imports to domestic production 
increased from 8.7 percent in the first 9 
months of 1974 to 19.9 percent in the 
first 9 months of 1975. 

Imports of men’s leisure suits are not 
separately identified in the Tariff Sched¬ 
ules of the United States. They are in¬ 
cluded with the aggregate data on im¬ 
ports of men’s and boys’ suits. The data 
show that imports of men’s suits in¬ 
creased both absolutely and relatively in 
the first 9 months of 1975 compared 
to the first 9 months of 1974. 

Contributed Importantly. The Depart¬ 
ment’s investigation revealed that pro¬ 
duction and employment at Haspel, Inc., 
has been adversely affected by increased 
imports of men’s clothing. Major cus¬ 
tomers have decreased purchases from 
Haspel in favor of less expensive cloth¬ 
ing or have decreased purchases due to 
the loss of customers to major retail 
chains that have substantially increased 
their stock of imported men’s and boys’ 
clothing. 

Conclusion. After careful review of the 
facts obtained in the investigation, I 
conclude that increases of imports like 
or directly competitive with men’s suits 
and leisure suits produced by Haspel, 
Inc. contributed importantly to the total 
or partial separation of the workers of 
that plant. In accordance with the pro¬ 
vision of the Act, I make the following 
certification: 

“All hourly and piecework employees at 
Haspel, Inc., Tylertown, Mississippi who be¬ 
came totally or partially separated from em¬ 
ployment on or after January 20, 1975 are 
eligible to apply for adjustment assistance 
under Title II. Chapter 2 of the Trade Act 
of 1974. 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 2nd 
day of April 1976. 

James P. Taylor, 

Director , 

Planning and Evaluation Staff. 

[FR Doc.76-11364 Filed 4-10-76:8:45 ami 


[TA-W-519] 

PRODUCTION MOLDED PLASTICS, INC. 

Certification Regarding Eligibility To Apply 
for Worker Adjustment Assistance 

In accordance with Section 223 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of 
Labor herein presents the results of 
TA-W-519: investigation regarding cer¬ 
tification of eligibility to apply for worker 
adjustment assistance as prescribed in 
Section 222 of the Act. 

The investigation was initiated on De¬ 
cember 19, 1975 in response to a worker 
petition received on December 19, 1975 
which was filed by workers and former 
workers producing custom molded plastic 
parts for automobiles and television sets 
at the Alliance, Ohio plant of Produc¬ 
tion Molded Plastic, Incorporated. 

The notice of investigation was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on Jan¬ 
uary 12, 1976 (41 FR 1836). No public 
hearing was requested and none was 
held. 

The information upon which the deter¬ 
mination was made was obtained prin¬ 


cipally from officials of Production 
Molded Plastics, Incorporated, its cus¬ 
tomers, the Office of Management and 
Budget, the U.S. Department of Com¬ 
merce, and the U.S. International Trade 
Commission, industry analysts, and De¬ 
partment files. 

In order to make an affirmative deter¬ 
mination and issue a certification of 
eligibility to apply for adjustment assist¬ 
ance, each of the group eligibility re¬ 
quirements of Section 222 of the Trade 
Act of 1974 must be met: 

(1) That a significant number or pro¬ 
portion of the workers in that workers’ 
firm, or an appropriate subdivision 
thereof, have become totally or partially 
separated, or are threatened to become 
totally or partially separated; 

(2) That sales or production, or both, 
of the firm or subdivision have decreased 
absolutely; 

(3) That articles like or directly com¬ 
petitive with those produced by the firm 
or subdivision are being imported in in¬ 
creased quantities, either actual or rela¬ 
tive to domestic production; and 

(4) That such increased imports have 
contributed importantly to the separa¬ 
tions. or threat thereof, and to the de¬ 
crease in sales or production. 

The term “contributed importantly” 
means a cause which is important but not 
necessarily more important than any 
other cause. 

The Department’s Investigation has re¬ 
vealed that all four criteria have been 
met. 

Significant Total or Partial Separa¬ 
tions. The average number of production 
workers decreased 5 percent from 1973 
to 1974 and 60 percent in the first quarter 
of 1975 compared to the like period in 
1974. Average weekly hours worked by 
production workers fell 9 percent from 
1973 to 1974 and 10 percent in the first 
quarter of 1975 compared to the like 
period in 1974. 

The average number of salaried work¬ 
ers fell 30 percent from 1973 to 1974 and 
71 percent in the first quarter of 1975 
compared to the same quarter in 1974. 

Sales or Production , or Both, Have De¬ 
creased Absolutely. Total sales in quan¬ 
tity at Production Molded Plastics. Alli¬ 
ance, Ohio decreased 8 percent from 1973 
to 1974 and 76 percent in the first nine 
months of 1975 compared to the same 
period of the previous year. The plant 
closed in April 1975. 

Increased Imports. The value of im¬ 
ports of custom molded plastic automo¬ 
bile parts like or directly competitive 
with those produced at the Alliance plant 
increased from $249 thousand in 1970 to 
$15,406 thousand in 1973. While dipping 
slightly in 1974, they continued their 
climb in 1975, reaching $16,019 thousand. 

The ratios of imports to domestic con¬ 
sumption and production increased from 
.08 percent and .07 percent, respectively 
in 1970 to 2.3 percent and 2.2 percent in 
1973. The ratios for 1974 were higher 
than those for 1972 and prior years but 
slightly lower when compared with 1973. 
Ratios were not available for 1975; how¬ 
ever, imports did increase absolutely 
again from 1974 to 1975. 


Contributed Importantly. Plastic 
molded parts for automobiles constituted 
86 percent of Production Molded Plas¬ 
tic’s (PMP) sales before the closing of 
the plant. Seven of these product lines, 
constituting 83 percent of total sales 
were transferred to the corporation’s 
Canadian facility. North American Plas¬ 
tics Co.. Limited (NAP) . Since the trans¬ 
fer 93 percent of those product lines 
that had been transferred to Canada 
have been shipped back into the United 
States for sale to PMP’s former cus¬ 
tomers. 

After the completion of the transfer of 
production and the ceasing of produc¬ 
tion at the Ohio plant, in April 1975, 
sales jumped at the Canadian plant dur¬ 
ing the second quarter of 1975, reversing 
a previous downward trend. 

The evidence developed by the De¬ 
partment’s investigation indicated that 
the transfer of production from PMP to 
the corporate facility in Canada and the 
subsequent importation of those prod¬ 
ucts into the United States contributed 
Importantly to the separation of work¬ 
ers engaged in employment related to the 
production of custom molded plastic 
parts at the Alliance, Ohio plant of Pro¬ 
duction Molded Plastics, Inc. 

Conclusion. After careful review of the 
facts obtained in the investigation. I con¬ 
clude that increases of imports like or 
directly competitive with custom molded 
plastic automobile parts produced at the 
Alliance. Ohio plant of Production 
Molded Plastics. Inc. contributed im¬ 
portantly to the total or partial separa¬ 
tion of the workers of the plant. In ac¬ 
cordance with provisions of the Act, I 
make the following certification: 

“All hourly, piecework, and salaried work¬ 
ers engaged in employment related to the 
production of custom molded plastic parts 
at the Alliance. Ohio plant of Production 
Molded Plastics, Inc. who became totally 
or partially separated from employment on 
or after November 7. 1974 are eligible to ap¬ 
ply for adjustment assistance under Title II, 
Chapter 2 of the Trade Act of 1974.” 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 5th 
day of April 1976. 

James F. Taylor, 

Director, Planning and Evaluation Staff. 
fFR Doc.-11365 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 amj 


(TA-W-5431 

KELLWOOD CO. 

Notice of Negative Determination Regard¬ 
ing Eligibility To Apply for Worker Adjust¬ 
ment Assistance 

In accordance with Section 223 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of 
Labor herein presents the results of TA¬ 
W-543: investigation regarding certifi¬ 
cation of eligibility to apply for worker 
adjustment assistance as prescribed in 
Section 222 of the Act. 

The investigation was initiated on Jan¬ 
uary 9, 1976 in response to a worker peti¬ 
tion received on January 9, 1976 which 
was filed on behalf of workers formerly 
producing inflatable boats at the Bland. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 77—TUESDAY, APRIL 20, 1976 







NOTICES 


16629 


Missouri plant of the Kellwood Company, 
St. Louis, Missouri. 

The notice of investigation was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on Jan¬ 
uary 29. 1976 (41 FR 4379). No public 
hearing was requested and none was 
held. 

The information upon which the de¬ 
termination was made was obtained 
principally from officials of Kellwood 
Company, its customer, industry anal¬ 
ysts, and Department files. 

In order to make an affirmative deter¬ 
mination and issue a certification of eli¬ 
gibility to apply for adjustment assist¬ 
ance. each of the group eligibility re¬ 
quirements of Section 222 of the Trade 
Act must be met: 

(1) that a significant number or propor¬ 
tion of the workers in the workers' firm, or an 
appropriate subdivision thereof, have become 
totally or partially separated, or are threat¬ 
ened to become totally or partially separated; 

(2) that sales or production, or both, of 
such firm or subdivision have decreased ab¬ 
solutely: 

(3) that articles like or directly competi¬ 
tive with those produced by the firm or sub¬ 
division are being imported in increased 
quantities, either actual or relative to do¬ 
mestic production; and 

(4) that such increased Imports have con¬ 
tributed importantly to the separations, or 
threat thereof, and to the decrease in sales 
or production. 

The terra “contributed importantly" means 
a cause which Is important but not neces¬ 
sarily more important than any other cause. 

The Investigation has revealed that al¬ 
though the first and second criteria have 
been met, the third and fourth criteria 
have been met. 

Significant Total or Partial Separa¬ 
tions. The average number of production 
workers at the Bland plant declined 81.5 
percent in 1975 compared to 1974. 

Sales or Production, or Both, Have De¬ 
creased Absolutely. Sales declined 60.5 
percent in 1975 compared to 1974. Pro¬ 
duction at the Bland plant ceased in Feb¬ 
ruary 1975. 

Increased Imports. Total imports of 
inflatable boats, to be used with and 
without a motor, decreased from 907 
thousand units in 1973 to 561 thousand 
units in 1974, and then to 323 thousand 
units in 1975. This represented a decline 
in imports of 38.1 percent from 1973 to 
1974 and 42.4 percent from 1974 to 1975. 

Contributed Importantly. Until 1974, 
the domestic market for inflatable boats 
was almost exclusively supplied by for¬ 
eign manufacturers. This market had 
steadily increased from 1970 through 
1973. while U.S. production of inflatable 
boats remained insignificant relative to 
imports. 

The substantial increase in sales of 
inflatable- boats from 1970 through 1973 
encouraged U.S. manufacturers to enter 
the market. Kellwood began production 
of inflatable boats in late 1973 after re¬ 
ceiving a contract from a major retail 
chain. This retailer had previously sold 
only imported boats. 

Adverse economic conditions in 1975 
caused demand for inflatable boats to 
fall sharply. Kellwood’s retail customer 


substantially reduced purchases from 
Kellwood and virtually ceased purchases 
of imported boats. During 1975, the re¬ 
tailer sold inflatable boats almost ex¬ 
clusively from inventory. 

Conclusion. After careful review of the 
facts obtained in the investigation. I 
conclude that increases of imports like 
or directly competitive with inflatable 
boats produced at the Bland, Missouri 
plant of the Kellwood Company, St. 
Louis, Missouri did not contribute im¬ 
portantly to the total or partial separa¬ 
tions of the workers at such plant. 

Signed at Washington. D.C. this 4th 
day of April 1976. 

James F. Taylor, 
Director, Planning and 

Evaluation Staff. 

(PR Doc.70 11366 Piled 4-19-76:8:45 am| 


| TA-W—6231 

TELEDYNE WISCONSIN MOTOR 

Notice of Negative Determination Regard¬ 
ing Eligibility To Apply for Worker Adjust¬ 
ment Assistance 

In accordance with Section 223 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of 
Labor herein presents the results of TA- 
W-623: investigation regarding certifi¬ 
cation of eligibility to apply for worker 
adjustment assistance as prescribed in 
Section 222 of the Act. 

The investigation was initiated on 
February 20. 1976 in response to a worker 
petition received on that date which was 
filed by the United Auto Workers of 
America on behalf of workers and for¬ 
mer workers producing air-cooled gaso¬ 
line engines at the West Allis. Wisconsin 
plant of Teledyne Wisconsin Motor, a 
division of Teledyne. Inc., Los Angeles, 
California. 

The Notice of Investigation was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on March 
12. 1976 (41 FR 10651). No public hear¬ 
ing was requested and none was held. 

The information upon which the de¬ 
termination was made was obtained 
principally from officials of Teledyne 
Wisconsin Motor, its customers, the U.S. 
Department of Commerce, the U.S. In¬ 
ternational Trade Commission, industry 
analysts, and Department files. 

In order to make an affirmative de¬ 
termination and issue a certification of 
eligibility to apply for adjustment as¬ 
sistance. each of the group eligibility 
requirements of Section 222 of the Trade 
Act of 1974 must be met: 

(1) that a significant number or propor¬ 
tion of the workers in the workers’ firm, or 
an appropriate subdivision thereof, have be¬ 
come totally or partially separated, or are 
threatened to become totally or partially 
separated; 

(2) that sales or production, or both, of 
such firm or subdivision have decreased ab¬ 
solutely: 

(3) that articles like or directly competi¬ 
tive with those produced by the firm or sub¬ 
division are being imported in increased 
quantities, either actual or relative to do¬ 
mestic production; and 


(4) that such Increased imports have con¬ 
tributed importantly to the separations, or 
threat thereof, and to the decrease in sales 
or production. 

The term "contributed Importantly" 
means a cause which is important but not 
necessarily more important than any other 
cause. 

The investigation has revealed that 
although the first two criteria have been 
met, the third and fourth criteria have 
not been met. 

Significant Total or Partial Separa¬ 
tions. The average number of production 
workers at Teledyne Wisconsin Motor 
declined 39 percent in 1975 compared to 
1974 and declined 40 percent in the first 
quarter of 1976 compared to the same 
period in 1975. 

Sales or Production, or Both, Have 
Decreased Absolutely. Sales of air-cooled 
gasoline engines produced at the West 
Allis plant decreased 37 percent in 
quantity in 1975 compared to 1974 and 
decreased 42 percent in quantity in the 
first two months of 1976 compared to 
the same period in 1975. 

In addition to the air-cooled gasoline 
engines produced at the West Allis plant. 
Teledyne Wisconsin Motor also distri¬ 
butes imported diesel and small horse¬ 
power gasoline engines. Sales of im¬ 
ported engines by Teledyne Wisconsin 
Motor declined 31 percent in quantity 
in 1975 from 1974 and declined 72 per¬ 
cent in the first two months of 1976 
compared to the same period in 1975. 

Increased Imports. Imports of heavy 
duty gasoline engines increased 46 per¬ 
cent in 1972 compared to 1971. In each 
year from 1972 to 1975, imports of such 
engines decreased both absolutely and 
relatively. In 1975, imports decreased 6 
percent compared to 1974. The import/ 
production and import/consumption 
ratios decreased from 2.39 percent and 
2.75 percent, respectively, in 1974 to 2.21 
percent and 2.48 percent, respectively, 
in 1975. 

Imports of heavy duty diesel engines 
increased 29 percent in 1972 compared 
to 1971, 29 percent in 1973 compared to 

1972, and 4 percent in 1974 compared to 

1973. From 1974 to 1975 imports de¬ 
creased 21 percent and the import/pro¬ 
duction and import/consumption ratios 
decreased from 28.96 percent and 24.95 
percent, respectively, in 1974 to 21.44 
percent and 19.76 percent, respectively, 
in 1975. 

Contributed Importantly. The De¬ 
partment’s investigation reveals that 
the decline in sales and separation of 
workers at Teledyne Wisconsin Motor 
were due to general economic condi¬ 
tions and a decline in activity in the 
domestic construction industry. Major 
customers of Teledyne Wisconsin 
Motor who purchased imported engines, 
including imported engines sold by Wis¬ 
consin Motor, indicated that such en¬ 
gines were in different horsepower 
ranges and were purchased for different 
end-uses than engines produced by Wis¬ 
consin Motor at West Allis. The cus¬ 
tomers indicated that a decline in con¬ 
struction activity and high prices 
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caused them to reduce purchases from 
Teledyne Wisconsin Motor. Moreover, 
sales of imported engines by Teledyne 
Wisconsin Motor, most of which are 
in a lower horsepower range than en¬ 
gines produced at West Allis, declined 
during the same period in which sales 
of engines produced at West Allis were 
declining. 

Conclusion. Alter careful review of 
the facts obtained in the investigation, 
I conclude that increased imports like 
or directly competitive with air-cooled 
gasoline engines produced by Teledyne 
Wisconsin Motor. West Allis, Wiscon¬ 
sin, a subsidiary of Teledyne, Inc., did 
not contribute importantly to the sep¬ 
aration of workers of that firm. 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 8th 
day of April 1976. 

James F. Taylor, 
Director Planning and 

Evaluation Staff. 

[FR Doc.76-11367 Filed 4-19-76;8:4S ami 


ITA-W-536) 

MOTOROLA INCORPORATED SEMI¬ 
CONDUCTOR PRODUCTS DIVISION 

Notice of Determinations Regarding Eligi¬ 
bility To Apply for Worker Adjustment 

Assistance 

In accordance with Section 223 of 
the Trade Act of 1974 the Department 
of Labor herein presents the results of 
TA-W-536: investigation regarding 

certification of eligibility to apply for 
worker adjustment assistance as pre¬ 
scribed in Section 222 of the Act. 

The investigation was initiated on 
January 9, 1976 in response to a worker 
petition received on January 9, 1976 
which was filed by the workers and 
former workers producing semiconduc¬ 
tors at the Mesa, Arizona plant of 
Motorola Incorporated, Chicago, Illi¬ 
nois. The petition was expanded to in¬ 
clude workers at the Phoenix. Arizona 
and Austin, Texas plants of Motorola. 
Incorporated Semiconductor Products 
Division. 

The notice of investigation was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on Jan¬ 
uary 29, 1976 (41 FR 4380). No public 
hearing was requested and none was 
held. 

The information upon which the de¬ 
termination was made was obtained 
principally from officials of Motorola, 
Incorporated, its customers, the U.S. 
Department of Commerce, the U.S. In¬ 
ternational Trade Commission, in¬ 
dustry analysts, and Department files. 

In order to make an affirmative deter¬ 
mination and issue a certification of 
eligibility to apply for adjustment assist¬ 
ance, each of the group eligibility re¬ 
quirements of Section 222 of the Trade 
Act of 1974 must be met: 

(1) that a significant number or propor¬ 
tion or the workers in the workers* firm, or 
an appropriate subdivision thereof, have be¬ 
come totally or partially separated, or are 
threatened to become totally or partially 
separated; 


(2) that sales or production, or both, of 
the firm or subdivision have decreased abso¬ 
lutely; 

(3) that articles like or directly competi¬ 
tive with those produced by the firm or sub¬ 
division are being imported in increased 
quantities, either actual or relative to do¬ 
mestic production; and 

(4) that such increased imports have con¬ 
tributed importantly to the separations, or 
threat thereof, and to the decrease in sales or 
production. 

The term "contributed Importantly’* means 
a cause which is important but not neces¬ 
sarily more important than any other cause. 

The Investigation reveals that all of 
the above criteria have been met for the 
Phoenix and Mesa plants. However for 
the Austin plant criterion one has not 
been met. 

Significant Total or Partial Separa¬ 
tions. The average number of production 
workers at Mesa declined 32.7 percent 
from 1974 to 1975. In the fourth quarter 
of 1974, employment declined 10.4 per¬ 
cent compared to the fourth quarter of 
1973. Average employment of salaried 
workers declined 24.6 percent from 1974 
to 1975. 

The average number of production 
workers at Phoenix declined 55.2 percent 
from 1974 to 1975. Average quarterly em¬ 
ployment decreased 32.6 percent in the 
fourth quarter of 1974 compared to the 
fourth quarter of 1973. Average employ¬ 
ment of salaried workers declined 31.0 
percent from 1974 to 1975. 

The Austin plant was opened in 1974. 
Employees were first trained in the pro¬ 
duction of MOS circuits at the Phoenix 
plant and then transferred to the Austin 
plant. Average quarterly employment at 
the Austin plant decreased 16.7 percent 
in the second quarter of 1975 w*hen com¬ 
pared to the first quarter of 1975. Average 
quarterly employment increased 400 per¬ 
cent in the third quarter and 128 per¬ 
cent in the fourth quarter of 1975 when 
compared to the previous quarter of 1975. 

Sales or Production, or Both, Have De¬ 
creased Absolutely. The value of sales of 
bipolar integrated circuits declined 23.8 
percent from 1974 to 1975. Sales declined 
34.5 percent from the third to the fourth 
quarter of 1974. Sales increased 11.6 per¬ 
cent from the first to the second quarter 
of 1975. 

The value of sales of discrete tran¬ 
sistors declined 23.7 percent from 1974 to 
1975. Sales declined 24.0 percent from the 
third to the fourth quarter of 1974. Sales 
increased 5.6 percent from the first to 
the second quarter of 1975. 

The value of sales of MOS circuits 
declined 24.5 percent from 1974 to 1975. 
Sales declined 31.5 percent from the third 
to the fourth quarter of 1974. Sales in¬ 
creased 25.5 percent from the first 
quarter to the second quarter of 1975. 

Bipolar integrated circuits are pro¬ 
duced at Mesa. Discrete transistors and 
MOS circuits were both produced at 
Phoenix until June 1975. In mid-1975, 
MOS production was transferred to the 
new Austin plant. 

Increased Imports. Imports of inte¬ 
grated circuits like or directly com¬ 
petitive with those produced by Motorola 


Semiconductor Products Division in¬ 
creased 514.9 percent from 1970 to 1974. 
Domestic production of integrated cir¬ 
cuits increased 276.8 percent during the 
same period. The ratio of imports to 
domestic production increased each year 
from 1970 through 1974. In the first ten 
months of 1975, imports declined ab¬ 
solutely and relatively compared to the 
first ten months of 1974. The ratio of 
imports to domestic production declined 
from 88.9 percent in the first ten months 
of 1974 to 78.9 percent in the com¬ 
parable period of 1975. 

Imports of transistors like or directly 
competitive with those produced by the 
Motorola Semiconductor Products Di¬ 
vision increased 275.4 percent from 1970 
to 1974. Domestic production of transis¬ 
tors increased 55.1 percent during the 
same period. The ratio of imports to 
domestic production increased from 56.6 
percent in 1970 to 137.0 in 1974. In the 
first ten months of 1975, imports de¬ 
clined absolutely and relatively com¬ 
pared to the first ten months of 1974. 
The ratio of imports to domestic produc¬ 
tion declined from 136.4 percent in the 
first ten months of 1974 to 98.2 percent 
in the comparable period of 1975. 

Contributed Importantly. The Depart¬ 
ment’s investigation indicated that while 
the majority of Motorola’s customers do 
not import semiconductors, their U.S. 
based suppliers, including motorola, own 
production facilities overseas and import 
unfinished devices. In 1975, captive im¬ 
ports represented 75 percent of the total 
volume of integrated circuit and 67 per¬ 
cent of transistor imports. 

In 1973, the value of Motorola's imports 
represented 5.5 percent of the total value 
of the company’s semiconductor sales 
(including pieces produced domestically 
and imports). The proportion of com¬ 
pany imports to sales increased to 7.8 
percent in 1974 and 8.6 percent in 1975. 

Motorola’s semiconductor sales began 
declining in the third quarter of 1974. 
Imports of integrated circuits and tran¬ 
sistors peaked in 1974. Significant layoffs 
occurred at Phoenix and Mesa in Novem¬ 
ber and December of 1974, and January. 
April, October and November 1975. Sep¬ 
arations in the fourth quarter of 1974 
and the first quarter of 1975, can be 
attributed to increased competition from 
imported semiconductors. 

In the early 1970’s the company de¬ 
cided to transfer MOS production from 
Phoenix to a new location. The semi¬ 
conductors market was strong and addi¬ 
tional capacity was needed at the 
Phoenix plant. Austin, Texas was selected 
for the new plant location because 
Motorola had saturated the Phoenix- 
Mesa labor market. The Austin facilities 
were completed in 1974 and plans for 
moving MOS production were underway. 
The final transfer was completed in 
mid-1975. Subsequent to initial start up 
problems, employment at Austin in¬ 
creased In each month from May through 
December 1975. 

Conclusion. After careful review of the 
facts obtained In the investigation. I 
conclude that increases of imports like 
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or directly competitive with integrated 
circuits produced at the Mesa plant and 
transistors produced at the Phoenix 
plant contributed importantly to the 
total or partial separations of the work¬ 
ers of those plants in the fourth quarter 
of 1974 through the first quarter of 1975. 
In accordance with the provisions of the 
Act. I make the following certifications: 

“All hourly and salaried workers en¬ 
gaged in employment related to the pro¬ 
duction of integrated circuits at the 
Mesa. Arizona plant of Motorola, Inc.. 
Chicago, Illinois who became totally or 
partially separated from employment on 
or after December 8. 1974 and before 
April 1. 1975 are eligible to apply for ad¬ 
justment assistance under Title II. Chap¬ 
ter 2 of the Trade Act of 1974/' and 

“All hourly and salaried workers en¬ 
gaged in employment related to the 
production of transistors at the Phoenix, 
Arizona plant of Motorola. Inc., Chicago, 
Illinois who became totally or partially 
separated from employment on or after 
December 8. 1974 and before April 1, 
1975 are eligible to apply for adjustment 
assistance under Title n. Chapter 2 of 
the Trade Act of 1974.” 

It is further concluded that separa¬ 
tions of workers engaged in the produc¬ 
tion of MOS circuits at the Phoenix, 
Arizona plant were related to the trans¬ 
fer of MOS production from Phoenix to 
Austin, Texas. Without regard to any of 
the other criteria, criterion one has not 
been met at the Austin plant. Employ¬ 
ment at Austin increased 950 percent 
from the first quarter of 1975 to the 
fourth quarter of 1975. 

Signed at Washington. D.C. this 7th 
day of April 1976. 

James P. Taylor, 
Director Planning and 

Evaluation Staff. 
(PH Doc.76 11368 Piled 4-19-76:8:45 ami 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

I Notice No. 291 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

April 15, 1976. 

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone¬ 
ment, cancellation or oral argument 
appear below and will be published only 
once. This list contains prospective 
assignments only and does not include 
cases previously assigned hearing dates. 
The hearings wdll be on the issues as 
presently reflected in the Official Dock¬ 
et of the Commission. An attempt will 
be made to publish notices of can¬ 
cellation of hearings as promptly as 
possible, but interested parties should 
take appropriate steps to insure that 
they are notified of cancellation or 
postponements of hearings in which 
they are interested. 

MC 113855 (Sub-No. 334), International 
Transport, Inc., now assigned July 1, 
1976. at Washington, D.C., is postponed 
to July 7, 1976. at the Offices of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 


MC 127812 Sub 21. Tyson Truck Lines. Inc., 
now assigned May 11. 1976, at St. Paul, 
Minn., is postponed to June 8. 1976 (3 
days), In Court Room 2. 7th Floor. Federal 
Building & U.S. Courthouse, 316 North 
Roberts St. 

MC 94742 Sub 37. Michaud Bus Lines. Inc., 
now assigned June 14. 1976. at Boston. 
Mass., is postponed to September 13. 1976, 
at Boston, Mass. ^1 week), in a hearing 
room to be later designated. 

MC 124211 Sub 271. Hilt Truck Line. Inc., 
application dismissed. 

MC 141454, Dixie Tomato & Packaging. Inc. 
now being assigned May 26. 1976 (1 day), 
at Baton Rouge. Louisiana, in a hearing 
room to be later designated. 

I & S 9108. Cancellation of Tofc Service. 
Consolidated Rail Corporation, now be¬ 
ing assigned May 26. 1976. at the offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington. D.C. 

MC 130342. Consolidated Tours. Inc., now 
assigned July 12. 1976. at St. Paul, Minn., 
is postponed to July 19. 1976. at St. Paul. 
Minn. (1 week), in a hearing room to be 
later designated. 

MC 115904 (Sub 38). Grover Trucking Co.. 
now being assigned May 20. 1976 (2 

days), at Albuquerque. New Mexico, in a 
hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 59856 Sub 65. Salt Creek Frelghtways. 
now assigned May 19. 1976, at Denver, 
Colo., is postponed indefinitely. 

(seal! Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

1 FR D:c.7G~l 1381 Filed 4-19 76:8:45 am) 


(Notice No. 491 

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 

April 15,1976. 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under Section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
provisions of 49 C.P.R. §1131.3. These 
rules provide that an original and six (6) 
copies of protests to an application may 
be filed with the field official named in 
the Federal Register publication no later 
than the 15th calendar day after the date 
the notice of the filing of application is 
published in the Federal Register. One 
copy of the protest must be served on the 
applicant, or its authorized represent¬ 
ative, jf any. and the protestant must 
certify that such service has been made. 
The protest must identify the operating 
authority upon which it is predicated, 
specifying the “MC” docket and “Sub” 
number and quoting the particular por¬ 
tion of authority upon which it relies. 
Also, the protestant shall specify the 
service it can and will provide and the 
amount and type of equipment it will 
make available for use in connection with 
the service contemplated by the TA ap¬ 
plication. The weight accorded a protest 
shall be governed by the completeness 
and pertinence of the Protestant’s infor¬ 
mation. 

Except as otherwise specifically noted, 
each applicant states that there will be 
no significant effect on the quality of the 
human environment resulting from ap¬ 
proval of its application. 

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined at the Office of the Sec¬ 


retary. Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Washington. D C., and also in the 
I.C.C. Field Office to which protests are 
to be transmitted. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 30374 (Sub-No. 25TA>, filed 
April 2. 1976. Applicant: TRI-STATE 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC., Inter¬ 
state Industrial Park, P.O. Box “A”, 
Bellmawr, N.J. 08030. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Thomas F. X. Foley, 744 Broad 
St., Suite 2005, Newark, N.J. 07102. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Wearing apparel, 
and materials, equipment, and supplies 
(except commodities in bulk* used in the 
manufacture of wearing apparel, between 
Baltimore. Md., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, Eldersburg, Md. Applicant 
intends to tack the authority here ap¬ 
plied for to its existing authority in MC 
30374, and MC 30374 subs 17 and 19, and 
in particular at Philadelphia, Pa., Se- 
caucus, N.J., and New York. N.Y., for 180 
days. Applicant has also filed an under¬ 
lying ETA seeking up to 90 days of op¬ 
erating authority. Supporting shipper: 
Londontown Corporation, 3600 Clipper 
Mill Road. Baltimore, Md. 21211. Send 
protests to: Dieter H. Harper, District 
Supervisor. Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, 428 East State St., Room 204, 
Trenton, N.J. 08608. 

No. MC 67866 (Sub-No. 32TA>. filed 
April 7, 1976. Applicant: FILM TRAN¬ 
SIT, INC., 3931 Homewood St., Mem¬ 
phis, Tenn. 38118. Applicant’s represen¬ 
tative: Warren H. Goff. 5100 Poplar Ave., 
Suite 2008. Memphis, Tenn. 38137. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General commod¬ 
ities (except Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission. commodities in bulk and live¬ 
stock), between points in an area and 
on the line which bounds that area com¬ 
mencing at the southwest corner of Ar¬ 
kansas, thence north along the Arkansas- 
Texas State line to Texarkana. Ark., 
thence west along the Arkansas-Texas 
State Line to the Arkansas-Oklahoma 
State line thence north along the Ar¬ 
kansas-Oklahoma State Line to the 
Arkansas-Missouri State Line, thence 
east along the Arkansas-Missouri State 
Line to its intersection with U.S. High¬ 
way 62, thence east along U.S. Highway 
62 to New Madrid. Mo., at the Mississippi 
River, thence northeast along the mean¬ 
ders of the Mississippi River to Paducah, 
Ky., thence southeast along U.S. High¬ 
way 68 to its intersection with U.S. High¬ 
way 641. thence south along U.S. High¬ 
way 641 to the Kentucky-Tennessee 
State Line, thence east along the Ken- 
tucky-Tennessee State Line to its in¬ 
tersection with U.S. Highway 31W. 

Thence south along U.S. Highway 31W 
to Nashville, Tenn., thence south along 
U.S. Highway 31 to Columbia, Tenn., 
thence southeast along Tennessee High¬ 
way 50 to Lewisburg, Tenn., thence 
south along U.S. Highway 431 to the 
Tennessee-Alabama State Line, thence 
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west along the Tennessee-Alabama 
State Line to its intersection with Ala¬ 
bama Highway 17, thence south along 
Alabama Highway 17 to Hamilton, Ala., 
thence west along U.S. Highway 78 to the 
Alabama-Mississippi State Line, thence 
south along the Alabama-Mississippi 
State Line to its intersection with U.S. 
Highway 80, thence west along U.S. 
Highway 80 to the Mississippi-Louisiana 
State Line, thence north along the Mis¬ 
sissippi-Louisiana State Line to the Ar¬ 
kansas-Louisiana State Line, thence 
west along the Arkansas-Louisiana State 
Line to the point of beginning, and Lil- 
boum, Mo. Restriction: No service shall 
be rendered in the transportation of any 
package or article weighing more than 
70 pounds or exceeding 96 inches in 
length, or exceeding 150 inches in length 
and girth combined. No service shall be 
provided in the transportation of pack¬ 
ages or articles weighing in the aggregate 
more than 200 pounds from one con¬ 
signor to one consignee on any one day. 

Note. —Applicant now holds all of the 
authority here sought except between points 
in Arkansas west of the following line: 
Commencing at Texarkana, Ark., thence east 
along Interstate Highway 30 to Its intersec¬ 
tion with Arkansas State Highway 7. thence 
north along Arkansas State Highway 7, 
thence west along Arkansas State High¬ 
way 10 to Fort Smith, Ark., thence north 
along U.S. Highway 71 to the Arkansas- 
Missourl State Line. The authority is con¬ 
tained in Docket No. MC 67866 (Sub-No. 30) 
and is limited to single packages which do 
not exceed 108 inches in length and girth 
combined. The effect of this application will 
be to authorize additional authority in the 
Southwestern corner of Arkansas, and to in¬ 
crease the permissible package size from 108 
Inches in length and girth combined to 96 
Inches In length, and 150 inches in length 
and girth combined. Applicant intends to 
Interline at Texarkana, Tex., and Natchez. 
Miss., for 180 days. 

Supporting shippers: There are ap¬ 
proximately 25 statements of support at¬ 
tached to the application, which may be 
examined at the Interstate Commerce 
Commission in Washington, D.C., or 
copies thereof which may be examined at 
the field office named below. Send pro¬ 
tests to: Floyd A. Johnson, District Su¬ 
pervisor, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Bureau of Operations, 435 Federal 
Office Bldg., 167 North Main St., Mem¬ 
phis, Term. 38103. 

No. MC 106674 (Sub-No. 192TA). filed 
April 7, 1976. Applicant: SCHILLI MO¬ 
TOR LINES, INC., P.O. Box 123, Reming¬ 
ton, Ind. 47977. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Jerry L. Johnson (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a Common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Malt beverages, from Columbus. Ohio, 
to Indianapolis, Ind., for 180 days. Ap¬ 
plicant has also filed an underlying 
ETA seeking up to 90 days of operating 
authority. Supporting shipper: B-G 
Beverage Co., Inc., 1102-08 Stadium 
Drive, Indianapolis, Ind. 46202. Send pro¬ 
tests to: J. H. Gray, District Supervisor. 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, 345 West Wayne St.. 
Room 204, Fort Wayne, Ind. 46802. 


No. MC 109689 (Sub-No. 297TA), 
filed April 6, 1976. Applicant: W. S. 
HATCH CO., 643 South 800 West, Woods 
Cross. Utah 84087. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Mark K. Boyle, 345 South 
State St., Salt Lake City, Utah 84111. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Am¬ 
monium sulfide, in bulk, from Sahuarita, 
Ariz., to Delta, Utah, for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: Brush Wellman Com¬ 
pany, P.O. Box 815, Delta, Utah 84624. 
Send protests to: Lyle D. Heifer, Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor. Interstate Commerce 
Commission Bureau of Operations. 5301 
Federal Bldg., 125 South State St.. Salt 
Lake City, Utah 84138. 

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 638TA), 
filed April 7, 1976. Applicant: PURO- 
LATOR COURIER CORP., 3333 New 
Hyde Park Road. New Hyde Park, N.Y. 
11040. Applicant’s representative: Eliza¬ 
beth L. Henoch (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Automo¬ 
tive repair and replacement parts, sup¬ 
plies, equipment, and accessories, and 
related business papers, restricted 
against the transportation of packages or 
articles weighing in excess of 40 pounds 
each and 160 pounds in the aggregate 
from one consignor to one consignee on 
any one day, between Davenport. Iowa, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Adams, Boone. Bureau, Car- 
roll, Hancock, Henry, Knox, LaSalle, 
Lee, McDonough, Mercer, Peoria, Rock 
Island. Stevenson, Warren. Whiteside, 
and Winnebago Counties, Ill., for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: I. T. T. Mills 
Distributing, 3737 West River Drive, 
Davenport, Iowa 52802. Send protests to: 
Anthony D. Giaimo, District Supervisor. 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 26 
Federal Plaza, New York, N.Y. 10007. 

No. MC 115904 (Sub-No. 48TA), filed 
April 6, 1976. Applicant: GROVER 

TRUCKING CO., 1710 Broadway, Idaho 
Falls, Idaho. Applicant’s representative: 
Timothv R. Stivers, P.O. Box 162, Boise, 
Idaho. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Brick , 
from the port of entry on the Interna¬ 
tional Boundary line between the United 
States and Canada located at or near 
Sumas. Wash., to Boise. Idaho, for 180 
davs. Applicant has also filed an under¬ 
prise* fta recking tm to 90 day*? of on- 
era ting authority. Supporting shipper: 

S’mnlv Co. 1^01 North Or¬ 
chard, Boi*?e. Idaho 83704. Send pro¬ 
tects to: Barney L. Hardin. District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, 550 West Fort St.. Box 07, Boise, 
Idaho 83724. 

No. MC 116645 (Sub-No. 21TA), filed 
April 7,1976. Applicant: DAVIS TRANS¬ 
PORT CO., P.O. Box 56, Gilcrest, Colo. 
80623. Applicant’s representative: Ma¬ 
rion F. Jones. 1600 Lincoln Center, 1660 
Lincoln St., Denver. Colo. 80203. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 


routes, transporting: Liquid animal 
feeds , supplements, and molasses, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from the facilities of 
Cargill, Inc., at Sterling, Colo., to points 
in Montana. Wyoming, Colorado, those 
in South Dakota on and west of U.S. 
Highway 83, those in Nebraska on and 
west of U.S. Highway 281. and those in 
Kansas on and west of U.S. Highway 281. 
for 159 days. Applicant has also filed an 
underlying ETA seeking up to 90 days 
of operating authority. Supporting ship¬ 
per: Cargill, Incorporated, Cargill Bldg.. 
#1412, Minneapolis, Minn. 55402. Send 
protests to: Roger L. Buchanan, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, 721 19th St., 492 U.S. Customs 
House, Denver, Colo. 80202. 

No. MC 118535 (Sub-No. 59TA), filed 
Aoril 5, 1976. Applicant: TIONA TRUCK 
LINE, INC., 111S. Prospect. Butler, Mo. 
64730. Applicant’s representative: Wil- 
Uum L. Williamson, 280 National Foun¬ 
dation Life Bldg.. 3535 NW. 58th, Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla. 73112. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Lead oxide, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Terrell, Tex., to Selma, 
Ala.; Hot Springs, Ark.; Geneva, HI.; 
Corydon. Burlington, and Manchester. 
Iowa; Leavenworth and Salina, Kans.; 
Louisville, Ky.; Baton Rouge and 
Shreveport, La.; Minneapolis and St. 
Prjul, Minn.; Florence. Miss.; Oklahoma 
City, Okla.: Sumter, S.C.; and Memphis, 
Tenn., for 180 days. Supporting shipper : 
Powerlab, Inc.. P.O. Box 913, Terrell. 
Tex. 75160. Send protests to: John V. 
Barry, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 600 Federal 
Bldg.. 911 Walnut St., Kansas City, Mo. 
64106. 

No. MC 119555 (Sub-No. IOTA), filed 
April 7. 1976. Applicant: OIL AND IN¬ 
DUSTRY SUPPLIERS. LTD., P.O. Box 
3500, Calgary, Alberta, Canada T2P 
2P9. Applicant’s representative: Ray F. 
Koby, 314 Montana Bldg., Great Falls. 
Mont. 59401. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Or¬ 
ganic ammonia compounds, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from the plantsites of 
Mrmak Co., at or near Morris and Mc¬ 
Cook, HI., to ports of entry on the United 
States-Canada Boundary line located at 
or near Port Huron and Marine City, 
Mich.; restricted to shipments destined 
to Longford Mills, Ontario, Canada, for 
180 days. Applicant has also filed an 
underlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of 
operating authority. Supporting shipper: 
C. T. Freudenbert, Controller, Armour 
Industrinl Chemicals, Ltd., 100 Univer¬ 
sity Ave., Toronto, Ontario, Canada. 
Send protests to: Paul J. Labane, Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 2602 First Ave. North, Bil¬ 
lings, Mont. 59101. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-No. 339TA), filed 
April 7. 1976. Applicant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC.. 
5021 21st St.. Racine, Wis. 53406. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Paul C. Gartzke. 
121 W. Doty St.. Madison, Wis. 53703. 
Authority sought to operate as a com - 
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mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting; Tractors 
and combines, from the facilities of 
Satra Belarus, Inc., at or near Milwau¬ 
kee. Wis.. to points in Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Kansas, Michigan. Minnesota, 
Missouri, North Dakota, Nebraska, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, South Dakota, and Wis¬ 
consin, restricted to shipments having a 
prior movement by water, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Satra Belarus, Inc., 
705 W. Parkland Court, Milwaukee, Wis. 
52223. Send protests to: John E. Ryden, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, 135 West Wells St., 
Room 807. Milwaukee. Wis. 53203. 

No. MC 126899 (Sub-No. 97TA), filed 
April 2, 1976. Applicant: USHER 

TRANSPORT, INC., 3925 Old Benton 
Road, Paducah, Ky. 42001. Applicant's 
representative: William A. Usher (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Malt beverages and incidental 
advertising material when shipped with 
malt beverages, from Evansville, Ind., 
to Ohio, Buffalo, N.Y., and the lower 
peninsula of Michigan, for 180 days. 
Applicant has also filed an underlying 
ETA seeking up to 90 days of operating 
authority. Supporting shipper: George 
A. Dahnke. Traffic Manager, G. Heileman 
Brewing Company, Inc., 925 South Third 
St., Lacrosse. Wis. 54601. Send protests 
to: Floyd A. Johnson, District Supervi¬ 
sor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations. 435 Federal Office 
Bldg., 167 North Main St., Memphis, 
Tenn. 38103. 

No. MC 128685 (Sub-No. 19TA), filed 
April 5, 1976. Applicant: DIXON BROS., 
INC., P.O. Drawer 8, Newcastle, Wyo. 
82701. Applicant’s representative: Je¬ 
rome Anderson, 100 Transwestern Bldg., 
404 N. 31st St., Billings, Mont. 59101. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Lumber 
and lumber products , from Newcastle, 
Wyo., to points in Wisconsin, Illinois, 
Michigan, and Indiana, for 180 days. 
Applicant has also filed an underlying 
ETA seeking up to 90 days of operating 
authority. Supporting shipper: Cambria 
Forest Industries, Inc., P.O. Box 490, 
Newcastle, Wyo. 82701. Send protests to: 
Paul A. Naughton, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Room 
1006 Federal Bldg. & Post Office. 100 East 
* B” St.. Casper, Wyo. 82601. 

No. MC 129994 (Sub-No. 14TA), filed 
April 6, 1976. Applicant: RAY BETHERS 
TRUCKING. INC., 176 West Central 
Ave., Salt Lake City, Utah 84107. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Lon Rodney 
Kump, 200 Law Bldg., 333 East Fourth 
South. Salt Lake City, Utah 84111. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Lumber and lum¬ 
ber mill products , from Escalante, Utah, 
to points in California and Colorado, for 
180 days. Supporting shippers: Skyline 
Lumber, P.O. Box B, Escalante, Utah 
84726. Steed Enterprises, P.O. Box B, 
Escalante, Utah 84726. Send protests to: 
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Lyle D. Heifer, District Supervisor, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations. 5301 Federal Bldg., 125 
South State St., Salt Lake City, Utah 
84138. 

No. MC 133562 (Sub-No. 19TA), filed 
April 6. 1976. Applicant: HOLIDAY EX¬ 
PRESS CORPORATION, P.O. Box 115, 
Estherville, Iowa 51335. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Edward A. O’Donnell, 1004 
29th St.. Sioux City, Iowa 51104. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier. by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Bagged commer¬ 
cial fertilizer, from Estherville. Iowa, to 
points in Nebraska, for 180 days. Appli¬ 
cant has also filed an underlying ETA 
seeking up to 90 days of operating au¬ 
thority. Supporting shipper: Swift Agri¬ 
cultural Chemicals Corporation, 111 
West Jackson Blvd.. Chicago, Ill. 60604. 
Send protests to: Herbert W. Allen, Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 518 
Federal Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa 50309. 

No. MC 134477 (Sub-No. 108TA), filed 
April 6. 1976. Applicant: SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION, INC.. 5 West Men- 
dota Road, West St. Paul, Minn. 55118. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert P. 
Sack, P.O. Box 6010, West St. Paul. Minn. 
55118. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Fresh 
meat (except commodities in bulk), from 
Huron, S. Dak., to Chicago and Auroro, 
Ill.; Milwaukee. Butler, New Berlin, Eau 
Claire, and Minong, Wis., restricted to 
traffic originating at the plantsite and 
storage facilities of Huron Dressed Beef, 
Inc., located at or near Huron. S. Dak., 
for 180 days. Applicant has also filed an 
underlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of 
operating authority. Supporting shipper: 
Huron Dressed Beef. Inc., Huron, S. Dak. 
Send protests to: A. N. Spath, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 414 Fed¬ 
eral Bldg. & U.S. Courthouse, 110 S. 4th 
St., Minneapolis, Minn. 55401. 

No. MC 134755 (Sub-No. 73TA), filed 
April 5, 1976. Applicant: CHARTER EX¬ 
PRESS. INC., 1959 E. Turner St., P.O. 
Box 3772, Springfield. Mo. 65804. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Larry D. Knox, 
900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa 
50309. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Food¬ 
stuffs , in vehicles equipped with me¬ 
chanical refrigeration, and agricultural 
commodities, the transportation of which 
is partially exempt under Section 203(b) 
(6) of the Interstate Commerce Act, 
when transported in mixed loads with 
foodstuffs: (1) Between Blue Eye, Mo., 
on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points in California: and (2) Between 
Blue Eye. Mo., on the one hand, and. on 
the other, points in Massachusetts, for 
180 days. Applicant has also filed an un¬ 
derlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of 
operating authority. Supporting shipper: 
Earth wonder, Inc., Blue Eye, Mo. 65611. 
Send protests to: John V. Barry, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
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mission, 600 Federal Bldg., 911 Walnut 
St., Kansas City, Mo. 64106. 

No. MC 136337 (Sub-No. 5TA), filed 
April 6, 1976. Applicant: RICHARD D. 
PEASE, doing business as R. P. TRUCK¬ 
ING, Route 2, Box 14. Warrens, Wis. 
54666. Applicant’s representative: Rich¬ 
ard A. Westley, 4506 Regent St.. Suite 
100, Madison, Wis. 53706. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Transformers, weighing 
2,000 pounds or less, and incidental 
power line construction materials, when 
moving with transformers weighing 2,000 
pounds or less, between Oakdale and 
Madison. Wis.. on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Wisconsin. Iowa, and 
Minnesota, restricted against the trans¬ 
portation of commodities (except trans¬ 
formers weighing 2,000 pounds or less), 
which because of size or weight require 
special handling or equipment and fur¬ 
ther restricted to service to be performed 
under a continuing contract or contracts 
with Rural Electric Supply Cooperative 
{ RESCO), Madison. Wis., for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Rural Electric Sup¬ 
ply Cooperative (RESCO), 1810 S. Park 
St., Madison, Wis. 53713. Send protests 
to: Richard K. Shullaw. District Super¬ 
visor. Interstate Commerce Commission, 
135 W. Wells St.. Room 807, Madison, 
Wis. 53203. 

No. MC 141552 (Sub-No. 2TA), filed 
April 7, 1976. Applicant: JAMES R. 
SMITH POULTRY AND PRODUCE 
COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box 790, Cullman, 
Ala. 35055. Applicant’s representative: 
John Tucker, 914 Woodward Bldg., Bir¬ 
mingham. Ala. 35203. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Malt beverages, pallets, can 
openers , and malt beverage advertising 
materials, when moving in the same ve¬ 
hicle with malt beverages: from Perry, 
Ga.; Newport, Ky., Evansville, Ind., 
Baltimore. Md.. to points in Jefferson 
County, Ala.; from New Orleans, La., 
Baltimore. Md.. and Belleville, Ill., to 
points in Montgomery County, Ala., and 
Pike County. Ala.; from Jacksonville, 
Fla., New Orleans, La.; Baltimore, Md., 
and Belleville, Ill., to points in Tusca¬ 
loosa County. Ala., and points in Ma¬ 
rengo County, Ala.; from St. Joseph, Mo., 
San Antonio, Tex., and Fort Worth, Tex., 
to points in Dallas County, Ala.; from 
Baltimore. Md., Evansville. Ind., New 
Orleans. La., to points in Dallas County, 
Ala.; from Evansville Ind., and Newport, 
Ky., to points in Montgomery County, 
Ala., and Calhoun County, Ala.; and 
from Newport, Ky., to points in Calhoun 
County, Ala., Etowah County, Ala., and 
Montgomery County, Ala.; from Mem¬ 
phis. Tenn., Milwaukee, Wis., Longview, 
Tex., and Winston-Salem, N.C., to points 
in Jefferson County. Ala.; and from 
Tampa, Fla., to points in Jefferson 
County, Ala.; and (2) Wine, from Ma¬ 
dera. Calif., to points in Montgomery 
County. Ala., for 180 days. Applicant has 
also filed an underlying ETA seeking up 
to 90 days of operating authority. Sup¬ 
porting shippers: There are approxi¬ 
mately 7 statements of support attached 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 77—TUESDAY, APRIL 20, 1976 




16631 


NOTICES 


to the application, which may be ex¬ 
amined at the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, in Washington, D.C., or 
copies thereof which may be examined 
at the field office named below. Send 
protests to: Clifford W. White. District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, Room 
1616,2121 Bldg., Birmingham. Ala. 35203. 

No. MC 141882 <Sub-No. 1TA>. filed 
April 6 . 1976. Applicant: GAYLE T. Mc- 
GARRY, doing business as EAGLE 
TRANSFER & STORAGE CO.. P.O. 
Box F, Lewiston, Idaho 83501. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Gene P. John¬ 
son, 425 Gate City Bldg., Fargo. N. 
Dak. 58102. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Carbonated beverages; (a) from 
Worland, Wyo.. and Yakima, Wash., to 
Lewiston, Idaho, and (b) from Lewiston, 
Idaho, to Pendleton. Oreg.. Spokane, 
Wash., and Coeur D’ Alene, Idaho, and 
(2) Empty glass bottles, from Portland. 
Oreg., and Seattle, Wash., to Lewiston, 
Idaho, restricted to a transportation 
service to be performed under a continu¬ 
ing or contracts with Idaho Beverages, 
Inc., Lewiston, Idaho, for 180 days. Ap¬ 
plicant has also filed an underlying ETA 
seeking up to 90 days of operating au¬ 
thority. Supporting shipper: Idaho Bev¬ 
erages, Inc., 2108 First Ave. North, 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501. Send protests to: 
L. D. Boone. Transportation Specialist, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, 858 Federal Bldg., 
Seattle. Wash. 98174. 

No. MC 141897 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed 
March 29.1976. Applicant: PHIL POGGI 
TRUCKING, 467 West Aten Road, Im¬ 
perial, Calif. 92251. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: A. Michael Bernstein. 1441 E. 
Thomas Road, Phoenix. Ariz. 85014. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Animal feed, from 
Phoenix and Casa Grande, Ariz., to Fair¬ 
line Feeding Corporation facilities, locat¬ 
ed at or near Calipatria, Calif., for 180 
days. Applicant has also filed an under¬ 
lying ETA seeking up to 90 days of op¬ 
erating authority. Supporting shipper: 
Fairline Feeding Corp., P.O. Box F, Cali¬ 
patria. Calif. 92233. Send protests to: 
Mildred I. Price. Transportation Assist¬ 
ant, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Room 1321 Federal Bldg., 300 North Los 
Angeles St., Los Angeles, Calif. 90012. 

No. MC 141921 TA, filed March 29, 
1976. Applicant: SAV-ON TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION. INC., 143 Frontage Road. Man¬ 
chester, N.H. 03101. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Kenneth L. Ackerman (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats, meat products and meat by¬ 
products, and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses as described in Sec¬ 
tions A and C of Appendix I to the report 
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certif¬ 
icates , 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
hides and pieces thereof and commodities 
in bulk), from Spencer, Hartley, and 


Fort Dodge, Iowa, and Fremont and 
Schuyler, Nebr., to points in Massachu¬ 
setts, New Jersey, New York, and to 
points on the International Boundary in 
Maine, Michigan, New York, and Ver- 
180 days. Supporting shipper: Spencer 
mont. on traffic destined to Canada, for 
Foods. Inc., P.O. Box 1228, Spencer, Iowa 
51301. Send protests to: Ross J. Seymour, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 313 
Federal Bldg., 55 Pleasant St., Concord, 
N.H. 03301. 

No. MC 141921 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed 
March 29. 1976. Applicant: SAV-ON 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 143 Frontage 
Road. Manchester. N.H. 03101. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Kenneth L. Acker¬ 
man (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod¬ 
ucts and meat by-products, and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses as de¬ 
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix 
I to the report in Description in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (except hides and pieces thereof and 
commodities in bulk), from the plantsite 
and storage facilities of Great Plains 
Beef Packers Inc., at or near Council 
Bluffs, Iowa, to points in Connecticut. 
Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massachu¬ 
setts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vir¬ 
ginia, West Virginia, and the District of 
Columbia, for 180 days. Applicant has 
also filed an underlying ETA seeking up 
to 90 days of operating authority. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: Great Plains Beef 
Packers, Inc., 2700 23rd Ave. P.O. Box 
527. Council Bluffs. Iowa 51501. Send 
protests to: Ross J. Seymour. District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 313 Fed¬ 
eral Bldg., 55 Pleasant St., Concord, N.H. 
03301. 

No. MC 141924 TA. filed March 29. 
1976. Applicant: GOLDEN VALLEY 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., P.O. Box 
208, Roberts, Idaho 83444. Applicant’s 
representative: Mark K. Boyle. 345 South 
State St., Salt Lake City, Utah 84111. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products, and meat by-products 
(except tallow, in bulk, destined to Cal¬ 
ifornia). from the plantsite of Golden 
Valley Packers, Inc., at or near Roberts, 
Idaho, to Portland and Clackamas, 
Oreg.; San Francisco and South San 
Francisco, Calif.; and points in Los An¬ 
geles and Orange Counties. Calif., under 
a continuing contract with Golden Val¬ 
ley Packers, Inc., for 180 days. Support¬ 
ing shipper: Golden Valley Packers, 
Inc., P.O. Box 208, Roberts, Idaho 83444. 
Send protests to: Barney L. Hardin, Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, 550 West Fort St.. Box 
07, Boise, Idaho 83724. 

No. MC 141928 (Sub-No. 1TA>, filed 
April 7, 1976. Applicant: KOHLMAN IN¬ 
DUSTRIES. LTD., Box 866 , 29170 Fraser 
Highway. Aldergrove. British Columbia, 


Canada. Applicant’s representative: 
George R. LaBissoniere, 1100 Norton 
Bldg.. Seattle, Wash. 98104. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Lumber, between points on 
the International Boundary line between 
the United States and Canada at or near 
Lynden or Sumas. Wash., on the one 
hand, and, Strandell, Wash., on the 
other, restricted to traffic moving to or 
from Aldergrove and Vancouver, B.C., 
Canada, under a continuing contract 
with Can-Am Industries Ltd., for 180 
days. Applicant has also filed an under¬ 
lying ETA seeking up to 90 days of op¬ 
erating authority. Supporting shipper: 
Can-Am Industries, Ltd., 1670 W. Eighth 
Ave., Box 31232, Station D, Vancouver. 
B.C. Canada. Send protests to: L. D 
Boone. Transportation Specialist, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations. 858 Federal Bldg., Seattle. 
Wash. 98174. 

No. MC 141931 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed 
April 6 , 1976. Applicant: ELMER 

MANUEL BATES AND EARNEST 
HENRY BATES, doing business as 
BATES BROS. TRUCKING COMPANY, 
415 McClendon Road, Hot Springs, Ark 
71901. Applicant’s representative: 
Thomas B. Staley. 1550 Tower Bldg., 
Little Rock, Ark. 72201. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Wood chips, bark, sawdust, and wood 
shavings, from points in Garland County 
Ark., to points in McCurtain and Choc¬ 
taw Counties, Okla., Bowie County, Tex., 
and Bossier, Webster. Claiborne. Union, 
and Morehouse Parishes. La.‘, for 180 
days. Applicant has also filed an under¬ 
lying ETA seeking up to 90 days of opera¬ 
ting authority. Supporting shipper: B. G. 
Wilson Lumber Company, Inc.. Route 6, 
Box 515, Hot Springs. Ark. 71901. Send 
protests to: William H. Land, Jr., District 
Supervisor, 3108 Federal Office Bldg., 700 
W£st Capitol, Little Rock, Ark. 72201. 

Passenger Application 

No. MC 141922 TA, filed April 5, 1976. 
Applicant: A. B. MINI BUS TOURS INC . 
Taft Hotel. Seventh Ave. at 50th St.. 
New York, N.Y. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Bruce J. Robbins, One Lefrak City 
Plaza, Flushing, N.Y. 11368. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Passengers and their bag¬ 
gage, in special and charter operations, in 
round-trip sightseeing and pleasure 
tours, with bi-lingual tour guide, limited 
to the tranpsortation of no more than 
14 passengers in any one vehicle, not in¬ 
cluding children under 10 years of age 
who do not occupy a seat or seats, be¬ 
ginning and ending at New York, N.Y.. 
and extending to Boston. Mass.. Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa., Niagara Falls, N.Y., and 
Washington, D.C., for 180 days. Appli¬ 
cant has also filed an underlying ETA 
seeking up to 90 days of operating au¬ 
thority. Supporting shippers: Allied 
Tours, 165 West 46th St.. New York, N.Y. 
Stallen Hilton Hotel. Josephine Fiorenzo. 
Travel Desk, 7th Ave., and 33rd St., New 
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York, N.Y. Commodore Hotel, Authony 
T. Perilli, 109 E. 42nd St., New York, 
N.Y. Samfram, Ltd., Hotel, Taft. 7th 
Ave., and 50th St., New York, N.Y. Send 
protests to: Stephen P. Tomany, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 26 Fed¬ 
eral Plaza, New York, N.Y. 10007. 

By the Commission. 

[seal I Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-11383 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am] 


[Notice No. 48] 

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 

April 14, 1976. 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under Section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
provisions of 49 CFR § 1131.3. These rules 
provide that an original and six (6) cop¬ 
ies of protests to an application may be 
filed with the field official named in the 
Federal Register publication no later 
than the 15th calendar day after the date 
the notice of the filing of the applica¬ 
tion is published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter. One copy of the protest must be 
served on the applicant, or its authorized 
representative, if any. and the protestant 
must certify that such service has been 
made. The protest must identify the op¬ 
erating authority upon which it is predi¬ 
cated, specifying the “MC” docket and 
“Sub" number and quoting the particular 
portion of authority upon which it relies. 
Also, the protestant shall specify the 
service it can and will provide and the 
amount and type of equipment it will 
make available for use in connection 
with the service contemplated by the TA 
application. The weight accorded a pro¬ 
test shall be governed by the complete¬ 
ness and pertinence of the protestant’s 
information. 

Except as otherwise specifically noted, 
each applicant states that there will be 
no significant effect on the quality of the 
human environment resulting from ap¬ 
proval of its application. 

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined at the Office of the Sec¬ 
retary, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion. Washington, D.C., and also in the 
I.C.C. Field Office to which protests are 
to be transmitted. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 2900 (Sub-No. 287TA), filed 
April 2,1976. Applicant: RYDER TRUCK 
UNES, INC., 2050 Kings Road. P.O. Box 
2408. Jacksonville, Fla. 23309. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: S. E. Sommers, Jr. 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Frozen foodstuffs, from the 
Plantsite and storage facilities of Ore- 
Ida Foods, Inc., Greenville, Mich., to 
points In Connecticut, Delaware, Mary¬ 
land, Massachusetts, Maine, New Hamp¬ 
shire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, 


Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont. 
Virginia, West Virginia, and the District 
of Columbia, for 180 days. Applicant has 
also filed an underlying ETA seeking up 
to 90 days days of operating authority. 
Supporting shipper: Ore-Ida Foods, Inc.. 
P.O. Box 10. Boise, Idaho 83707. Send 
protests to: G. H. Fauss, Jr., District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, Box 
35008, 400 West Bay St.. Jacksonville, 
Fla.32202. 

No. MC 15975 (Sub-No. IOTA), filed 
April 2, 1976. Applicant: BUSKE 

LINES. INC., 123 W. Tyler Ave., Litch¬ 
field, Ill. 62056. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Harold Buske (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Agricultural implements, farm 
machinery, and equipment, from Litch¬ 
field. HI., to points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii), for 180 
days. Applicant has also filed an under¬ 
lying ETA seeking up to 90 days of op¬ 
erating authority. Supporting shipper: 
James D. Owens, Vice-President. Wi- 
komi Manufacturing Company, P.O. Box 
100, Litchfield, Ill. 62056. Send protests 
to: Harold C. Jolliff, District Super¬ 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, P.O. Box 2418, Springfield. Ill. 
62705. 

No. MC 21966 (Sub-No. 3TA>. filed 
April 1, 1976. Applicant: GLENN W. 
STOWELL, 281 Leverett Road. RFD 3, 
Amherst, Mass. 01002. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: David M. Marshall, 135 
State St., Suite 200, Springfield. Mass. 
01103. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Lumber, 
wood products, forest products, between 
points in Hampshire and Franklin 
Counties, Mass., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Hillsboro Coun¬ 
ty, N.H., for 180 days. Applicant has 
also filed an underlying ETA seeking 
up to 90 days of operating authority. 
Supporting shippers: W. D. Cowls, Inc., 
134 Montague Road. Northam Am¬ 
herst. Mass. 01059. Richard J. James 
& William, Kr. Kicza. d/b/a Kicza 
Lumber Company. 303 Russell St., Had¬ 
ley. Mass. 01035. Send protests to: J. D. 
Perry, Jr., District Supervisor, 436 
Dwight St., Room 338. Springfield, 
Mass. 01103. 

No. MC 19201 (Sub-No. 124TA), filed 
April 7, 1976. Applicant: PENNSYL¬ 
VANIA TRUCK LINES, INC., 49th St., 
and Parkside Ave., Philadelphia, Pa. 
19131. Applicant’s representative: Rob¬ 
ert H. Griswold, 100 Pine St., P.O. 
Box 1166, Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General com¬ 
modities (except household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission and motor 
vehicles when transported in special 
equipment), between Bay City and 
Saginaw. Mich., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, Detroit, Mich., restricted 
to traffic having a prior or subsequent 


movement in rail service of Consoli¬ 
dated Rail Corporation. Applicant in¬ 
tends to interline at Detroit, Mich., with 
Consolidated Rail Corporation, for 180 
days. Applicant has also filed an un¬ 
derlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of 
operating authority. Supporting ship¬ 
pers: Valley Mfg. & Sales Co.. 333 Mor¬ 
ton St., Bay City. Mich. 48706. Baker 
Perkins. Inc., 1000 Hess St., Saginaw, 
Mich. 48601. Dow Chemical Company, 
690 Bldg.. Midland. Mich. 48640. Send 
protests to: Monica A. Blodgett, Trans¬ 
portation Assistant, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, 600 Arch St., Room 
3238, Philadelphia. Pa. 19106. 

No. MC 30605 (Sub-No. 160TA), filed 
April 6, 1976. Applicant: THE SANTA 
FE TRAIL TRANSPORTATION COM¬ 
PANY. 433 E. Waterman, Wichita, Kans. 
67201. Applicant’s representative: John 
E. Jandera. 641 Harrison St., Topeka, 
Kans. 66603. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Brass, bronze . or copper wire and c n - 
and material, equipment, and supplies, 
used in the manufacture and distribution 
thereof, between the plantsite of Essex 
International, Inc., at or near Hoising- 
ton, Kans., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, roints in Arkansas, Arizona, Cali¬ 
fornia, Colorado. Illinois, Missouri. 
Nebraska, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and 
Texas, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Essex International, Inc., 1601 Wall St., 
Fort Wayne. Ind. 46804. Send protests 
to: M. E. Taylor, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 501 
Petroleum Bldg., Wichita. Kans. 67202. 

No. MC 53965 (Sub-No. 115TA), filed 
April 5, 1976. Applicant: GRAVES 

TRUCK LINE. INC., 2130 South Ohio. 
Salina, Kans. 67401. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: John E. Jandera. 641 Harri¬ 
son St., Topeka, Kans. 66603. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Copper wire and 
cable (except those which because of size 
or weight require special handling or 
the use of special equipment). from 
Hoisington, Kans., to points in Arizona, 
Arkansas. California. Colorado, Idaho, 
Iowa, Kansas. Louisiana. Minnesota, 
Missouri, Montana. Nebraska, Nevada, 
New Mexico, North Dakota, Oklahoma, 
Oregon. South Dakota, Texas. Utah. 
Washington, and Wyoming; and (2) 
Material, equipment and supplies used 
in the manufacture and sale of copper 
wire and cable (except those which be¬ 
cause of size or weight require special 
handling or the use of special equip¬ 
ment and commodities in bulk), from 
destinations named in (1) above to 
Hoisington. Kans., for 180 days. Support¬ 
ing shipper: Essex International, Inc., 
1601 Wall St.. Fort Wayne, Ind. 46804. 
Send protests to: Thomas P. O’Hara, 
District Supervisor. Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera¬ 
tions, 234 Federal Bldg., Topeka. Kans. 
66603. 

No. MC 110420 (Sub-No. 718TA). filed 
April 7, 1976. Applicant: QUALITY 
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CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box 186. Pleas¬ 
ant Prairie, Wis. 53158. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Joseph K. Reber (same ad- 
‘ dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Caustic soda, in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles, from Superior, Wis.. to points in 
Minnesota and Michigan, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Murphy Oil Corpo¬ 
ration, P.O. Box 2066, Superior. Wis. 
54880. Send protests to: John E. Ryden, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations. 135 West Wells St., 
Room 807, Milwaukee, Wis. 53203. 

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 634TAL filed 
April 7, 1976. Applicant: PUROLATOR 
COURIER CORP., 3333 New Hyde Park 
Road, New Hyde Park, N.Y. 11040. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Elizabeth L. 
Henoch (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Fresh 
and dried cut flowers, decorative greens , 
and floral supplies, when moving at the 
same time and in the same vehicle with 
commodities the transportation of which 
is subject to economic regulation, be¬ 
tween Rockford, Ill., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Wisconsin, 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Bill 
Doran Company, 619 West Jefferson, 
Rockford, HI. Send protests to: Anthony 
D. Giaimo, District Supervisor. Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, 26 Federal 
Plaza, New York, N.Y. 10007. 

No. MC 117765 <Sub-No. 200TA). filed 
April 5, 1976. Applicant: HAHN TRUCK 
LINE, INC., 3515 NW. 5th St., Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla. 73107. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: R. E. Hagan (same address 
as applicant!. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Malt beverages, in containers, from 
San Antonio, Tex., to points in Missouri, 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Lone 
Star Brewing Company, P.O. Box 2060, 
San Antonio. Tex. 78297. Send protests 
to: Joe Green, District Supenrtsor. In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Room 
240 Old P.O. Bldg., 215 NW. 3rd St., 
Oklahoma City, Okla. 73102. 

No. MC 129480 (Sub-No. 22TA>. filed 
April 5, 1976. Applicant: TRI-LINE EX¬ 
PRESSWAYS, LTD., 550 71st Ave. SE., 
Calgary, Alberta, Canada T2H 0S6. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Leslie R. Kehl. 
Suite 1600 Lincoln Center Bldg., 1660 
Lincoln St.. Denver, Colo. 80203. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a co7nmon 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Sulphur, in bags, 
from the ports of entry located on the 
International Boundary line between 
Canada and the United States in Idaho, 
Minnesota. Montana. North Dakota, and 
Washington, to points in California, 
Colorado, Idaho, Iowa, Kansas, Minne¬ 
sota, Montana, Nebraska. North Dakota. 
Oregon, South Dakota, Washington, and 
Wyoming, restricted to transportation 
of shipments originating at the plant- 
site facilities operated by Agri-Sul 
Canada Ltd., located 15 miles west of 


Didsbury, Alberta. Canada, for 180 days. 
Applicant has also filed an underlying 
ETA seeking up to 90 days of operating 
authority. Supporting shipper: G. T. 
Walsh, Agri-Sul Canada. Ltd., P.O. Box 
3657, Station “B’\ Calgary, Alberta, 
Canada T2M 4N4. Send protests to: 
Paul J. Labane, District Supervisor, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, 2602 
First Ave., North, Billings, Mont. 59101. 

No. MC 138253 (Sub-No. 3TA), filed 
April 1, 1976. Applicant: MONFORT 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, P.O. 
Box G, Greeley. Colo. 80631. Applicant’s 
representative: David R. Parker, 2310 
Colorado State Bank Bldg., 1600 Road¬ 
way, Denver, Colo. 80202. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meat, 7neat products, meat 
by-products, and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses, as described in Sec¬ 
tions A and C of Appendix I to the re¬ 
port in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, and 
commodities as are usually dealt in or 
used by restaurants and restaurant sup¬ 
ply houses, from Fort Morgan, Colo., to 
points in the United States (except Alas¬ 
ka and Hawaii). Restrictions: (1) to 
traffic originating at the facilities uti¬ 
lized by Monfort International Sales Cor¬ 
poration; and (2) to transportation un¬ 
der a continuing contract or contracts 
with Monfort of Colorado, Inc., Monfort 
Food Distributing Company, and Mon- 
fort International Sales Corporation, for 
180 days. Applicant has also filed an un¬ 
derlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of 
operating authority. Supporting Ship¬ 
pers: (1) Monfort of Colorado. Inc.. Box 
1407, Greeley. Colo. 80631. (2) Monfort 
Food Distributing Company. Box 1407, 
Greeley. Colo. 80631. and (3) Monfort 
International Sales Corporation, Box 
1407, Greeley, Colo. 80631. Send protests 
to: Roger L. Buchanan, District Super¬ 
visor. Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion. 721 19th St., 492 U.S. Customs 
House, Denver, Colo. 80202. 

No. MC 139084 (Sub-No. 10TA>. filed 
April 7, 1976. Applicant: BIG VALLEY 
SUPPLY & ENTERPRISES, LTD.. 8516 
40th St. SE., Calgary, Alberta, Canada. 
Applicant’s representative: David R. 
Parker, 2310 Colorado State Bank Bldg., 
1600 Broadway, Denver, Colo. 80202. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Processed sulphur 
in bags, from ports of entry on the In¬ 
ternational Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada located in 
Montana and North Dakota, to points in 
Minnesota, Michigan, North Dakota. 
Iowa. Wisconsin, Illinois, Indiana, Mis¬ 
souri, Nebraska, Ohio. Kentucky and 
Kansas, restricted to traffic originating 
at production plant, which is approxi¬ 
mately 15 miles west of Didsbury, Al¬ 
berta, Canada; and from storage and dis¬ 
tribution setup, for 180 days. Applicant 
his also filed an underlying ETA seeking 
up to 90 days of operating authority. 
Supporting shipper: G. T. Walsh, Gen¬ 
eral Manager. Agri-Sul Canada, Ltd., 


P.O. Box 3756, Station “B’’, Calgary, Al¬ 
berta, Canada T2M 4N4. Send protests 
to: Paul J. Labane, District Supervisor. 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 2602 
First Ave., North Billings, Mont. 59101. 

No. MC 141379 (Sub-No. 2TA>, filed 
March 25, 1976. Applicant: CALVIN C. 
HARTSFIELD, doing business as 
SOUTHSIDE AUTO PARTS & SAL¬ 
VAGE and doing business as SOUTH - 
SIDE AUTO SALES, Highway 25 South. 
Box 161, Route 1, Malden, Mo. 638G3. 
Applicant’s representative: Joseph E. 
Rebman, Suite 1230, Boatman’s Bank 
Bldg., 314 N. Broadway, St. Louis, Mo. 
63102. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Wrecked, 
damaged, and used automobiles; (l) 
from Russellville and Little Rock, Ark., 
to Rockford, Ill.; (2) from points in 
Wayne County, Mich., and in Cook and 
Will Counties, HI., to points in Ramsey 
and Washington Counties, Minn.; Adams 
and Sangamon Counties, HI.; Howell 
County, Mo., and Caraway, Aik.; and 
(3) between points in Cook and Will 
Counties, Ill., on the one hand, and. on 
the other, points in Davidson County. 
Term., for 180 days. Applicant has also 
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to 
90 days of operating authority. Support¬ 
ing shippers: There are approximately 7 
statements of support attached to the 
application, which may be examined at 
the Interstate Commerce Commission 
in Washington, D.C., or copies thereof 
which may be examined at the field of¬ 
fice named below. Send protests to: J. P 
Werthmann, District Supervisor, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, Room 1465, 210 N. 12th St., 
St. Louis, Mo. 63101. 

No. MC 141851 (Sub-No. 1TAL filed 
April 5, 1976. Applicant: C. C. CALD¬ 
WELL TRUCKING, INC., ROUTE #1, 
Northup, Ohio 45644. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: John L. Alden, 1396 West 
Fifth Ave., Columbus, Ohio 43212. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Feed, seed, fertil¬ 
izer, and feed and fertilizer ingredients, 
and grain when moving with non-exempt 
commodities; <1) from Decatur and 
Joliet, HI.. Decatur. Indianapolis and 
Portland, Ind., Midland, Mich., and 
Mount Airy, N.C., to the facilities of Cen¬ 
tral Soya of Ohio, Inc., at or near Gal- 
lipolis, Ohio; and (2) from Gallipolis, 
Ohio, to Charleston, Huntington, and 
Parkersburg, W. Va., for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: Central Soya of Ohio, 
Inc. P.O. Drawer 785, Third & Sycamore 
St.. Gallipolis, Ohio 45631. Send protests 
to: H. R. White, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 3108 
Federal Office Bldg., 500 Quarrier St., 
Charleston, W. Va. 25301. 

No. MC 141909 (Sub-No. 1 TA>, filed 
April 5. 1976. Applicant: GLENN W. 
COLLUMS, Route #1. Box 164 E, Dexter, 
N. Mex. 88230. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Daniel F. Rogers, 1820 Paseo De La 
Conquistadora, Santa Fe, N. Mex. 78501. 
Authority sought to operate as a con - 
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tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Articles , 
from meat packing houses (except hides 
and commodities in bulk) ; including 
meat, meat products, meat by-products, 
such as hanging fresh beef quarters; pre¬ 
pared lunch meats, sausage, bacon; cured 
hams; cut up pork and beef in boxes, 
between Tucson, Ariz., and Roswell, N. 
Mex., and between Roswell, N. Mei, and 
Texas points south of Interstate High¬ 
way 40 to the Texas-Oklahoma line (in¬ 
cluding points on Interstate Highway 
40) ; thence, from the Texas-Oklahoma 
state line west of Interstate Highway 35 
to Dallas, Tex. (including points on In¬ 
terstate Highway 35) and thence west of 
U.S. Highway 77 from Dallas, Tex., to the 
International Boundary of the United 
States and Mexico; under a continuing 
contract with Glover Packing Company, 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Glover 
Packing Company, 1000 North Garden 
St., Roswell, N. Mex. 88201. Send protests 
to: John H. Kirkemo, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, 1106 Federal Bldg., 
517 Gold Ave. SW.. Albuquerque, N. Mex. 
87101. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-11382 Piled 4-19-76.8:45 am| 


| AB 6 (Sub-No. 35) | 

BURLINGTON NORTHERN, INC. 

Abandonment Between Blanchard and 

Mayville in Traill County, North Dakota 

April 15, 1976. 

Present: Virginia Mae Brown, Com¬ 
missioner, to whom the matter which is 
the subject of this order has been as¬ 
signed for action thereon. 

Upon consideration of the record in 
the above-entitled proceeding, and of a 
staff-prepared environmental threshold 
assessment survey which is available to 
the public upon request; and 

It appearing, That no environmental 
impact statement need be issued in this 
proceeding because this proceeding does 
not represent a major Federal action sig¬ 
nificantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969. 42 U.S.C. §§ 4321, et seq.; 
and good cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered, That applicant be, and 
it is hereby, directed to publish the ap¬ 
pended notice in a newspaper of general 
circulation in Traill County, N. Dak., 
on or before April 29, 1976 and certify 
to the Commission that this has been 
accomplished. 

And it is further ordered. That notice 
of this finding shall be given to the gen¬ 
eral public by depositing a copy of this 
order and the attached notice in the 
Office of the Secretary, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Washington, D.C., 
for public inspection, and by delivering a 
copy of the notice to the Director, Of¬ 
fice of the Federal Register, for publica¬ 


tion in the Federal Register as notice to 
interested persons. 

Dated at Washington, D.C.. this 8th 
day of April 1976. 

By the Commission, Commissioner 
Brown. 

(seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secrettry. 

31-10—58-20 1348 

Burlington Northern, Inc., Abandonment 

Between Blanchard and Mayville in 

Traill County, North Dakota 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
hereby gives notice that by order dated 
April 8. 1976. it has been determined that 
the proposed abandonment of the Burling¬ 
ton Northern, Inc. line between Blanchard 
and Mayville. a distance of 10.08 mUes, all 
in Traill County. N: Dak., if approved by the 
Commission, docs not constitute a major 
Federal action significantly affecting the 
quality of the human environment within 
the meaning of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. §§4321. 
et seq., and that preparation of a detailed 
environmental Impact statement will not be 
required under section 4332(2) (C) of the 
NEPA. 

It was concluded, among other things, 
that the environmental impacts of the pro¬ 
posed action are considered insignificant be¬ 
cause the line has been inactive since over¬ 
head traffic was rerouted over Burlington 
Northern’s parallel Fargo to Grand Forks 
line via Hillsboro. Furthermore, there are 
no stations or industries located along the 
10 mUe segment proposed for abandonment. 
Consequently, there will be no diversion of 
freight traffic to motor carrier transporta¬ 
tion and concomitant environmental im¬ 
pacts. Furthermre. there are no existing 
land use or development plans dependent 
upon service over the subject branch line. 
Accordingly, the only alteration in the local 
environment will result from the salvage 
operations: however, these effects are ex¬ 
pected to be short term and insignificant. 

This determination was based upon the 
staff preparation and consideration of an 
environmental threshold assessment sur¬ 
vey. which is available on request to the In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Office of 
Proceedings, Washington, D.C. 20423; tele¬ 
phone 202-275-7692. 

Interested persons may comment on this 
matter by filing their statements in writing 
with the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C., 20423, on or before May 14. 
1976. 

This negative environmental determina¬ 
tion shall become final unless good and 
sufficient reason demonstrating why an en¬ 
vironmental impact statement should be 
prepared for this action is submitted to the 
Commission by the above-specified date. 

(FR Doc.76-11384 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 ami 


(AB 3 (Sub-No. 12) J 

MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD CO. 

Abandonment at Edinburg, Texas, and Over 
the McAllen Branch Between Edinburg 
and McAllen, in Hidalgo County, Texas 

April 15,1976. 

Present: Virginia Mae Brown, Com¬ 
missioner, to whom the matter which is 
the subject of this order has been as¬ 
signed for action thereon. 


Upon consideration of the record in the 
above-entitled proceeding, and of a staff- 
prepared environmental threshold as¬ 
sessment survey which is available to the 
public upon request; and 
It appearing. That no environmental 
impact statement need be issued in this 
proceeding because this proceeding does 
not represent a major Federal action sig¬ 
nificantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969, 42 U.S.C. §§ 4321, et seq.; and 
good cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered. That applicant be, and it 
is hereby, directed to publish the ap¬ 
pended notice in a newspaper of general 
circulation in Hidalgo County, Texas, 
on or before April 29. 1976, and certify 
to the Commission that this has been 
accomplished. 

And it is further ordered. That notice 
of this finding shall be given to the gen¬ 
eral public by depositing a copy of this 
order and the attached notice in the 
Office of the Secretary, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Washington. D.C., 
for public inspection, and by delivering 
a copy of the notice to the Director, Of¬ 
fice of the Federal Register, for publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register as notice 
to interested persons. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 8th 
day of April, 1976. 

By this Commission, Commissioner 
Brown. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

Missouri Pacific Railroad Company Aban¬ 
donment at Edinburg, Texas, and Over 
the McAllen Branch Between Edinburg 
and McAllen, in Hidalgo County, Texas 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
hereby gives notice that by order dated 
April 8, 1976, it has been determined that the 
proposed abandonment of the Missouri Pacif¬ 
ic Railroad Company of its 1.91 mile line In 
Edinburg, Tex., along with its trackage rights 
over the 10.13 mile McAllen Branch line of 
the Southern Pacific Transportation Com¬ 
pany between Edinburg and McAllen, for a 
total distance of 12.09 miles, all in Hidalgo 
County. Tex., if approved by the Commis¬ 
sion, does not constitute a major Federal ac¬ 
tion significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning of 
the National Envirometal Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA). 42 U.S.C. §§4321. et seq.. and that 
preparation of a detailed environmental im¬ 
pact statement will not be required under 
section 4332(2) (C) of the NEPA. 

It was concluded, among other things, 
that due to low traffic volumes, the expected 
conveyance of considerable trackage in the 
city of Edinburg to the Southern Pacific 
Transoortation Company, and continued 
oneration by Southern Pacific over the Mc¬ 
Allen Branch, significant alterations in the 
local ecology, fuel consumption, and public 
safety would not be anticinated as a result 
of the proposed abandonment. There are no 
historical or archaeological sites to be af¬ 
fected by the abandonment, and there are no 
definitive regional or local plans with which 
the abandonment would conflict. Interest In 
the purchase of a portion of the right-of- 
way for public recreational use has been ex¬ 
pressed by the city of Edinburg. 
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This determination was based upon the 
staff preparation and consideration of an 
environmental threshold assessment survey, 
which is available on request to the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission. Office of Pro¬ 
ceedings. Washington, D.C. 20423; telephone 
202-275-7692. 

Interested persons may comment on this 
matter by filing their statements In writing 
with the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20423, on or before May 14. 
1976. 

This negative environmental determina¬ 
tion shall become final unless good and suf¬ 
ficient reason demonstrating why an en¬ 
vironmental impact, statement should be 
prepared for this action Is submitted by the 
above-specified date. 

(FR Doc.76-11385 Filed 4-19-76;8:45 ami 


(No. MC—C-8994 ( 

GLENGARRY TRANSPORT LIMITED 

Petition for Declaratory Order-International 
Bridge-Exemption 

April 9, 1976. 

Petitioner: Glengarry Transport 

Limited (Alexandria, Ontario, Canada). 

Petitioner’s representatives: Edward 
G. Villalon, James E. Wilson, of Wilson, 
Woods. Villalon & Hollengreen, 1032 
Pennsylvania Building, Pennsylvania 
Avenue & 13th Street NW. t Washington 
D.C. 20004. 

By petition filed March 10. 1976, Glen¬ 
garry Transport, Limited, of Alexandria, 
Ontario. Canada, seeks an order, pur¬ 
suant to section 544(e) of the Adminis¬ 
trative Procedure Act, determining that 
no operating authority under part II of 
the Interstate Commerce Act is required 
to conduct common carrier operations 
between the International Boundary line 
between the United States and Canada 
located on the International Bridge be¬ 
tween Cornwall, Ontario, Canada, and 
Massena (Rooseveltown), N.Y., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, the United 
States Customs Compound located at 
Massena (Rooseveltown), N.Y. 

Petitioner is a Canadian-domiciled 
carrier which holds appropriate author¬ 
ity from the Ontario Highway Trans¬ 
port Board to transport commodities be¬ 
tween described areas in Canada, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, the In¬ 
ternational Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada located at 
Cornwall. Petitioner holds no authority 
issued by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. 

Petitioner desires to transport com¬ 
modities from Canada under its exist¬ 
ing Canadian authority to the Interna¬ 
tional Boundary line, thence across the 
said boundary to the U.S. Customs Com¬ 
pound. At that point it proposes to phy¬ 
sically interchange traffic with United 
States carriers for movement of the lad¬ 
ing to points in the United States. In 
the reverse direction, it proposes to ac¬ 
cept freight from U.S. carriers at the 
customs area for transportation to its 
authorized Canadian service points, 
again traversing the one-half mile dis¬ 
tance between the customs compound 
and the International Boundary line. 
Petitioner states that shipments to be 


interchanged between itself and U.S. 
carriers would move on through bills of 
lading. 

The International Boundary line is lo¬ 
cated on the southern span of the Sea¬ 
way International Bridge which ex¬ 
tends Over the St. Lawrence River be¬ 
tween Cornwall and Massena. The 
United States Customs Compound is lo¬ 
cated one-half mile from the Interna¬ 
tional Boundary line. It is the position of 
petitioner that the section of bridge and 
roadway from the International Bound¬ 
ary line to the customs area is neither a 
“public highway” nor “within any res¬ 
ervation under the exclusive jurisdic¬ 
tion of the United States,” within the 
meaning of section 206(a) <1) of the In¬ 
terstate Commerce Act which provides: 

•'Except as otherwise provided in this sec¬ 
tion and in section 210a, no common car¬ 
rier by motor vehicle subject to the pro¬ 
visions of this part shall engage In any in¬ 
terstate or foreign operation on any public 
highway, or within any reservation under 
the exclusive jurisdiction of the United 
States, unless there is In force with respect 
for such carrier a certificate of public con¬ 
venience and necessity issued by the Com¬ 
mission authorizing such operations. * * •” 

In support of its contentions petitioner 
has submitted evidence showing that the 
St. Lawrence Seaway Development Cor¬ 
poration, a wholly-owned United States 
Government corporation, and the St. 
Lawrence Seaway Authority of Canada 
are responsible for the construction, 
maintenance, operation, and develop¬ 
ment of the St. Lawrence Seaway. Inci¬ 
dental to the navigational improvements 
to the seaway itself, the United States 
and Canadian seaway entities have 
formed the Seaway International Bridge 
Corporation, Ltd., a Crown Corporation 
under the laws of Canada, to operate and 
maintenance, operation, and develop- 
the river between Cornwall and Mas¬ 
sena, and that it is the Seaway Inter¬ 
national Bridge Corporation, Ltd., which 
has complete authority for operation, 
maintenance, and regulation of the 
north and south spans of the bridge and 
the interconnecting roadways and fa¬ 
cilities over the St. Lawrence River be¬ 
tween Cornwall and the U.S. Customs 
Compound. Petitioner asserts that the 
bridge and highway facilities are not 
operated or maintained by the State of 
New York and, threefore, the one-half 
mile distance between the International 
Boundary line and the United States 
Customs Compound is neither a “public 
highway” nor “within any reservation 
under the exclusive jurisdiction of the 
United States,” and that consequently 
no operating authority from the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission is re¬ 
quired. 

Petitioner seeks to distinguish the facts 
herein from those in Consolidated T. 
Lines v. Fess and Whittmcyer Trucking 
Co., 83 M.C.C. 673 (1960) In which de¬ 
fendant:; took the position that authority 
was not required because the sei*vice in¬ 
volved foreign commerce between con¬ 
tiguous municipalities and was partially 
exempt under section 203(b)(8) of the 
Act. In the alternative petitioner sug¬ 


gests reconsideration of the policy ex¬ 
pressed in the Fess case, supra., and a re¬ 
turn to what petitioner alleges was the 
informal view of this Commission prior 
to 1955, that operations between a foreign 
country and the customs compounds in 
this country were too insubstantial to 
warrant regulation. Petitioner maintains 
that a negative response to the request 
herein would require petitioner and other 
carriers similarly situated to undergo a 
lengthy and expensive procedure in order 
to conduct a limited operation. 

No oral hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but any person (including peti¬ 
tioner) interested in making represen¬ 
tations in favor of, or against, the relief 
sought in the petition may do so by the 
submission of written data, views, or ar¬ 
guments. Likewise, any person desiring to 
comment upon the environmental issues 
raised by the petition is hereby invited to 
do so by the submission of written data, 
views, or arguments. An original and fif¬ 
teen (15) copies of such data, views, or 
arguments shall be filed with the Com¬ 
mission on or before June 7,1976. A copy 
of each representation should be served 
upon petitioner’s representatives. Writ¬ 
ten material or suggestions submitted 
will be available for public inspection at 
the Offices of the Intei-state Commerce 
Commission. 12 th and Constitution. 
Washington, D.C., during regular busi¬ 
ness hours. Notice to the general public 
of the matters herein under considera¬ 
tion will be given by depositing a copy of 
this notice in the Office of the Secretary 
of the Commission for public inspection 
and by filing a copy thereof with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

I seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.76 11386 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 am| 


| Notice No. 2301 

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

April 20,1976. 

Synopses of orders entered by the 
Motor Carrier Board of the Commission 
pursuant to Sections 212(b), 206(a), 211. 
312(b), and 410(g) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 C.F.R. Part 
1132), appear below: 

v Each application (except as otherwise 
specifically noted) filed after March 27. 
1972, contains a statement by applicants 
that there will be no significant effect on 
the quality of the human environment 
resulting from approval of the applica¬ 
tion. As provided in the Commission’s 
Special Rules of Practice any interested 
person may file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings on or before May 10, 1976. 
Pursuant to Section 17(8) of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act, the filing of such a 
petition will postpone the effective date 
of the order in that proceeding pending 
its disposition. The matters relied upon 
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by petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC-76442. by order of April 15, 
1976. the Motor Carrier Board approved 
the transfer to Crown Transfer & Stor¬ 
age, A Co-Partnership, Doing Business 
\s Crown Transfer & Storage, Rose¬ 
mead. California, of Certificates No. 


MC -17049 and MC-17049 (Sub-No. l> 
issued August 13, 1958. to Crown Trans¬ 
fer & Storage. A Corporation, Doing 
Business As Crown Transfer & Storage 
Co., Pasadena. California, authorizing 
the transportation of household goods, 
clothing, display racks, phonograph rec¬ 
ords. heel plates, and pottery, from, to 
or between s: eclf d pH if- j n Ca ! ifornia. 










Richard T. Christmas m, 3154 N. Rose¬ 
mead Blvd., P.O. Box 739. Rosemead. 
California 91770. Representative for ap¬ 
plicants. 

IsfalI Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary . 

JFR Doc.7Q-l 1387 Piled 4 19-76;8:45 *m] 
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DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
Labor-Management Services Administration 
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Internal Revenue Service 

| Prohibited Transaction Exemption 76-2 J 

EMPLOYEE BENEFIT PLANS 

Exemption From Prohibitions Respecting 

Certain Transactions Involving the 

Alaska Teamsters-Employer Pension 

Trust 

Notice is hereby given of the grant¬ 
ing of an exemption under the authority 
of section 408(a) of the Employee Re¬ 
tirement Income Security Act of 1974 
(the Act) and section 4975(c) (2) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954 (the 
Code), relating to certain transactions 
described below involving the acquisi¬ 
tion of property by the Alaska Team¬ 
sters-Employer Pension Trust (the 
Plan) from certain disqualified persons 
and parties in interest and the construc¬ 
tion of a building for the Plan by cer¬ 
tain disqualified persons and parties in 
interest. 

Background and Summary of Repre¬ 
sentations: On December 19. 1975. no¬ 
tice was published in the Federal 
Register (40 FR 58964) of a request 
for an exemption for certain classes of 
transactions described in an application 
(originally filed as an application for an 
individual exemption, but subsequently 
amended to an application for a class 
exemption) submitted by the Plan. The 
notice invited interested persons to sub¬ 
mit comments on the requested exemp¬ 
tions to the Department of Labor (the 
Department) and the Internal Revenue 
Service (the Service). Additionally, the 
notice stated that any interested person 
might submit a written request that a 
hearing be held relating to the exemption 
for the acquisition of unimproved 
property. 

Comments on the requested class ex¬ 
emptions and a request for a hearing, 
which was subsequently withdrawn, were 
received by the Department and the 
Service. The comments stated that the 
class exemptions, as requested, contained 
many conditions inappropriate for classes 
of transactions covered by the exemp¬ 
tions. No negative comments were re¬ 
ceived, however, with respect to the re¬ 
quested exemptions as they applied to 
the specific transactions proposed to be 
entered into by the Plan. The applica¬ 
tion and documents submitted by the 
Plan in support of the requested class ex¬ 
emptions have been available for public 
inspection at the Internal Revenue Serv¬ 
ice and the Department of Labor in 
Washington, D.C. 

Based on the comments received, the 
Department and the Service have de¬ 
cided not to grant the requested class 
exemptions, but to grant instead an in¬ 
dividual exemption with respect to the 
specific transactions described in the ap¬ 
plication submitted by the Plan. The De¬ 
partment and the Service are, however, 
prepared to consider applications for 
class exemptions relating to the classes 
of transactions covered by the Decem¬ 


ber 19, 1975, notice in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. 

The following 1s a summary of the rep¬ 
resentations contained in the applica¬ 
tion with regard to the specific transac¬ 
tions referred to above: 

1. As of November 14, 1975, the Plan 
had approximately 13,800 beneficiaries 
and current assets exceeding $64,000,000 
with current monthly contributions ex¬ 
ceeding $4,000,000. 

2. The Plan currently has adequate 
space for its operations in Anchorage. 
Alaska, but does not have adequate space 
for its present and projected operations 
in the Fairbanks area. The Plan was 
created for beneficiaries who are mem¬ 
bers of the International Brotherhood 
of Teamsters. Warehousemen and Help¬ 
ers of America Local 959 (the Union). 
The Union's jurisdiction is the entire 
State of Alaska. The Fairbanks area is 
the second largest “beneficiary” area in 
the State. The Fairbanks area has re¬ 
ceived and is receiving the greatest im¬ 
pact from the influx of Plan members in 
relation to the construction of the 
Trans-Alaska pipeline. This area is the 
staging point for a major percentage of 
pipeline related activities. As a result, 
there is an immediate demand for proc¬ 
essing eligibility requests and for other 
sen ices provided under the Plan. 

3. Plan beneficiaries currently find it 
necessary to take off several days from 
their employment and travel over 600 
miles round-trip to transact their busi¬ 
ness at the Plan's offices in Anchorage. 
Tliis operation is inconvenient, costly 
a?^d inefficient for the Plan and its bene¬ 
ficiaries. 

4. The Plan Trustees have determined 
that it would be in the best interests of 
the Plan to secure office space in the 
Fairbanks area and thereby eliminate 
the inconvenience, cost and inefficiency 
of requiring participants to travel over 
600 miles to transact business with the 
Plan. The Plan Trustees, however, have 
been unable to secure existing office 
space in the Fairbanks area at a price 
that they deem to be reasonable. They 
have determined, therefore, that it would 
be in the Flan's best interest to construct 
an office building in Fairbanks to house 
its operations and to rent space in said 
building, surplus to the Plan's needs, to 
tenants. The Trustees have determined 
that this procedure would be beneficial 
to the Plan and its beneficiaries by pro¬ 
viding needed office space for the Plan 
while at the same time enabling the 
Plan to acquire an excellent, conserva¬ 
tive and high yielding real estate invest¬ 
ment for the Plan's portfolio. Accord¬ 
ingly, the Plan has diligently sought to 
purchase land suitable as to area, loca¬ 
tion. terrain and price in the Fairbanks 
area, and has not found such land owned 
by unrelated parties for less than $40,000 
per acre. 

5. In June 1964, the members of the 
Union formed a non-profit membership 
corporation under the laws of the State 
of Alaska. The Union members con¬ 
tribute to a fund from which the cor¬ 
poration (Alaska Teamsters Local No. 
959 Building Corporation), among other 


tilings, invents in real property for occu¬ 
pancy by the Union and for rental in¬ 
come from unrelated parties. Pursuant 
to a contract entered into in December 
1974, the corporation acquired title on 
April 23, 1975, to 3 parcels of real prop¬ 
erty in Fairbanks, Alaska for $434,465.00 
from a joint venture consisting of two 
corporations, Lundgren Internationa], 
Inc. and A & G Construction Company. 
Inc. A & G Construction Company, Inc. 
is a party in interest and disqualified 
person with respect to the Plan solely 
by reason of being an employer of em¬ 
ployees covered by the Plan. These three 
parcels total 47.5 acres, of which ap¬ 
proximately 19.5 acres consist of an 
excavated gravel pit which is totally 
unusable for a building site. Cost and 
unavailability of fill material renders 
refilling of this pit uneconomic and in¬ 
feasible. The remaining acreage, which 
is suitable for construction, is hereafter 
referred to as “usable” acreage. 

6. On June 10. 1975, two appraisals 
were made as to the value of these par¬ 
cels by appraisers who received at least 
90 percent of their compensation during 
each of the three 12 month periods im¬ 
mediately preceding the appraisal from 
sources other than the Plan. One ap¬ 
praisal placed the value of the three par¬ 
cels at $991,000 and the other at $940,000. 

7. The Trustees have determined that 
one of these parcels, which consists of 
9.943 acres, of which approximately 8 
acres are buildable and the balance is a 
water filled former gravel pit, is emi¬ 
nently suitable for the building purposes 
of the Plan as to area, location and ter¬ 
rain. This parcel is identifiable by the 
following description: 

Commencing at the North 1/16 corner 
common to section 23 and 24, T1S, R1W. 
Fairbanks Meridian, Alaska, a 6 inch 
diameter concrete monument with 2 j l> 
inch bronze disc, thence N89°58'07" W 
1,712.01' along the North 1/16 line of 
said Section 23 to a point which is the 
Point of Beginning; thence N89°58'07“ 
W 505.10' to a point; thence N8°10'48"E 
902.02' to a point on the northerly boun¬ 
dary of the Oil Richardson Highway, 
thence S81°49T2"E 500.0' along said 
northerly boundary to a point: thence 
S8*10' 48"W 830.43' to the Foint of 
Beginning. 

8 The Trustees intend to purchase 
tliis parcel from the Alaska Teamsters 
Local No. 959 Building Corporation on 
behalf of the Plan for $124,000. This 
price constitutes an amount equaling the 
total number of usable acres in the par¬ 
cel times the average price per usable 
acre which the corporation paid for the 
3 parcels on April 23, 1975. The Trustees 
believe this price is below the current 
market value of the property. Addi¬ 
tionally, no commissions or other special 
remuneration will be paid in connection 
with the acquisition of the parcel d> 
the Plan. 

9. It is also the Plan’s intention to con¬ 
tract with the Ken Brady Construction 
Company.*Inc. (Ken Brady), a genera 
contractor, to construct the building. Tne 
contract, which is currently under nego¬ 
tiation. w r ould provide for actual cost foi 
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labor and materials plus approximately 
5.5 per cent profit and 2.5 per cent over¬ 
head. The Plan trustees and administra¬ 
tor have concluded based upon estimates 
and bids submitted that the contract 
with Ken Brady would assure the Plan 
of the most favorable contract that could 
be obtained and at the lowest contract 
price. The contract would also provide 
that if the final cost of construction of 
the building exceeds $82.50 per foot all 
profit and overhead on the excess is to be 
deleted. Ken Brady is a party in interest 
and a disqualified person with respect to 
the plan by virtue of section 3(14) (C) of 
the Act and section 4975(e) (2) (C) of the 
Code because its employees are partici¬ 
pants in the Plan. However, these em¬ 
ployees constitute less than 1 percent of 
the total plan participants. Additionally, 
no director, officer, or five percent or 
more shareholder of Ken Brady, or mem¬ 
ber of the family of any director, officer, 
or 5 percent or more shareholder of Ken 
Brady, are persons who have the power 
to exercise or who have exercised a con¬ 
trolling influence over the management 
or policies of the Plan. Further, there are 
no non-union contractors in Alaska of a 
size to handle this construction project 
and a non-union contract would be con¬ 
trary to the philosophy of the Plan. 

10. Upon completion of the building, 
at least 25 percent of the usable space 
therein will be used by the Plan for the 
purpose of carrying on its ordinary and 
necessary operations on an efficient and 
economical basis. Futher, at least 80 per¬ 
cent of the parcel of land purchased from 
the Alaska Teamsters Local No. 959 
Building Corporation will be used for 
purposes substantially related to the 
building structure. 

11. As of December 23. 1975, notice to 
Interested persons, as required by sec¬ 
tion 408(a) of the Act and section 4975 
(c)(2) of the Code, was posted in all 
meeting rooms, dispatch and hiring halls, 
and offices of the Union. The notice con¬ 
tained a description of the specific trans¬ 
actions proposed to be entered into by 
the Plan as well as a copy of the notice 
of requested class exemptions published 
in the Federal Recister for December 9, 
1975. 


General Information: (1) The fact 
that a transaction is the subject of an 
exemption granted under section 408(a) 
of the Act and section 4975(c)(2) of 
the Code does not relieve a fiduciary 
or other party in interest or disqualified 
person with respect to a plan to which 
the exemption is applicable from certain 
other provisions of the Act and the Code, 
including any prohibited transaction 
provisions to which the exemption does 
not apply and the general fiduciary re¬ 
sponsibility provisions of section 404 of 
the Act which, among other things, re¬ 
quire a fiduciary to discharge his duties 
respecting the plan solely in the interest 
of the plan’s participants and benefici¬ 
aries and in a prudent fashion in ac¬ 
cordance with section 404(a)(1)(B) of 
the Act; nor does it affect the require¬ 
ment of section 401(a) of the Code that 
a plan must operate for the exclusive 
benefit of the employees of the employer 
maintaining the plan and their benefici¬ 
aries. 

(2) The portion of the exemption con¬ 
tained herein with respect to the acqui¬ 
sition of real property does not extend 
to transactions prohibited under section 
406(b) (1) and (3) of the Act and sec¬ 
tion 4975(0 (1) (E) and (F) of the Code. 

(3) The portion of the exemption 

contained herein with respect to the con¬ 
struction of the building structure does 
not extend to transactions prohibited 
under section 406(b) of the Act and sec¬ 
tion 4975(c)(1) (E) and (F) of the 

Code. 

(4> The exemption contained herein is 
supplemental to, and not in derogation 
of, any other provisions of the Act and 
the Code, including statutory or admin¬ 
istrative exemptions and transitional 
rules. Furthermore, the fact that a trans¬ 
action is the subject of an exemption is 
not dispositive of whether the transac¬ 
tion would have been a prohibited trans¬ 
action in the absence of such exemption 
or, though it would have been a pro¬ 
hibited transaction, is exempt by oper¬ 
ation of a statutory or administrative 
exemption or a transitional rule. 

Exemption: Pursuant to section 408(a) 
of the Act and section 4975(c) (2) of the 
Code and the procedures set forth in 


ERISA Procedure 75-1 (40 FR 18471, 
April 28, 1975) and Rev. Proc. 75-26. 
1975-1, C.B. 722, and based upon the 
facts and representations contained in 
the application for exemption submitted 
by the Plan and the comments received 
with respect to the requested class ex¬ 
emptions published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister for December 19, 1975. the Depart¬ 
ment and the Service find that it 
is administratively feasible, in the inter¬ 
ests of the Plan and of its participants 
and beneficiaries, and protective of the 
rights of participants and beneficiaries 
of the Plan, to grant exemptions, effec¬ 
tive January 1, 1975, so that: 

I. The restrictions of section 406(a) 
(1) and 406(b)(2) of the Act and the 
taxes imposed by section 4975 (a) and 
(b) of the Code, by reason of section 4975 
(0(1) (A) through (D) of the Code, 
shall not apply to the acquisition by the 
Plan for the total price of $124,000 of 
the real property described above pursu¬ 
ant to the terms, conditions and repre¬ 
sentations set forth in the application. 

II. The restrictions of section 406(a) 

(1) of the Act and the taxes imposed by 
section 4975 (a) and (b) of the Code, by 
reason of section 4975(c)(1) (A) 

through (D) of the Code, shall not apply 
to the construction by the Ken Brady 
Construction Company, Inc. of an office 
building on the above-described prop¬ 
erty pursuant to the terms, conditions 
and representations set forth in the ap¬ 
plication. 

The availability of these exemptions is 
subject to the express conditions that the 
material facts and representations con¬ 
tained in the application are true and 
complete, and that the application will 
accurately describe all material terms of 
the transactions when consummated. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 15th 
day of April 1976. 

Donald C. Alexander, 

Commissioner of Internal Revenue . 

James D. Hutchinson, 
Administrator of Pension and 
Welfare Benefit Programs , 
V.S. Department of Labor. 

|FR Doc.76-11450 Filed 4-19-76:8:45 ami 
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Advance Orders are now being Accepted 
for delivery in about 6 iveeks 


CODE OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS 


(Revised as of April 1, 1976) 


Quantity Volume 

Stock Number 

Price 

Amount 

Title 20—Employees’ 
Benefits (Parts 01-399) 

022-003-93194-5 

$2.45 

$ 

Title 21 — Food and Drugs 
(Parts 200-299) 

022-003-93198-8 

2.10 

— 

Title 21 — Food and Drugs 
(Part 1300-End) 

022-003-93202-0 

1.90 

■ ■■■ 

Title 26—Internal Rev. 
Part 1 (§§ 1.170-1.300) 

022—003-93209-7 

3.90 


Title 26—Internal Rev. 
(Part 600-End) 

022-003-93221-6 

2. 20 

Total Order 

$ — 


(A Cumulative checklist of CFR issuances for 1976 appears in the first issue 
of the Federal Register each month under Title 11 


PLEASE DO SOT DETACH 


MAIL ORDER FORM To: 

Superintendent of Documents, Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402 

FOR USE OF SUPT.D0CS. 

Enclosed- __ 

To be mailed 

™liter.... i' -- 

Please send me the publications l bare checked. 

__Subscription_ 

Deposit Account So . Please send me copies of: 

Refund- 

Coupon refund- 

Postage..___ 

PLEASE FILL IN MAILING LABEL 

Foreign Handling- 


BELOW Street address 


City and State 


ZIP Code 


FOR PROMPT SHIPMENT, PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE ADDRESS ON LABEL BELOW, INCLUDING YOUR ZIP CODE 


U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 
ASSISTANT PUBLIC PRINTER 
(SUPERINTENDENT OF DOCUMENTS) 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20402 


POSTAGE AND FEES PAID 
U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 

375 

SPECIAL FOURTH-CLASS RATE 
BOOK 


OFFICIAL BUSINESS 


Name 


City and State---- T.IP Code —- - 







































